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ABSTRACT 



The Nuclear Powers have been conducting negotia- 
tions on the discontinuance of nuclear weapon tests almost 
continuously since July 1, 1958, when the Conference of 
Experts convened. 

Why then have the Nuclear Powers been in almost con 
tinuous session for over five years and no agreement 
reached? ”To Test or Not to Test” is an attempt to answer 
that question. 

The evolution of the respective positions of the 
United States and the Soviet Union is traced through a 
historical analysis of the negotiations with a view to 
trying to determine where these negotiations will lead. 

The main emphasis of the investigation was on the 
negotiations during the period of July 1, 1958 through 
June 21, 1963. 

The conclusion reached was that an agreement was 
possible if a common ground for negotiation could be found 
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CHAPTER I 



INTRODUCTION 

The Nuclear Powers have been conducting negotiations 
on the discontinuance of nuclear weapons tests almost con- 
tinuously since July 1, 1958, when the Conference of 
Experts to Study the Possibility of Detecting Violations 
of a Possible Agreement on the Suspension of Nucleeur Tests 
was convened . 

Why then have the Nuclear Powers been in almost con- 
tinuous session for over five years and no agreement has 
been reached? *'To Test or Not to Test,'* the title of this 
paper, is an attempt to answer that question. 

The evolution of the respective positions of the 
United States and the Soviet Union will be traced through 
a historical analysis of the negotiations with a view to 
trying to determine where these negotiations will lead. 

If they lead to agreement, what mutual benefits will be 
derived by the Nuclear Powers will also be explored. 

The main emphasis of the investigation will be on 
the negotiations. Starting with the Conference of Experts 
from July 1, 1958 to August 21, 1958; followed by the 
Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests, 
from October 31, 1958 to January 29, 1962; and concluding 
with the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament 
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Conference and its Subcommittee on a Treaty for the Dis- 
continuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests from March 14, 1962 to 
June 21, 1963. Thus, the period that will be covered will 
be from July 1, 1958 to June 21, 1963. 

From these negotiations has evolved the United 
States and the Soviet Union’s position in reference to the 
cessation of nuclear weapons tests. A chapter will be 
spent in putting forth these latest positions as of the 
first of July, 1963. The purpose of this chapter will be 
to set forth in concise terms just where the two positions 
stand in relation to each other. 

The next chapter will be a review of the major argu- 
ments for the continuation of the nuclear weapons test ban 
negotiations and their role in the continuation of the 
negotiations . 

The final and concluding chapter will attempt to 
summarize the course of the paper emd in conclusion attempt 
to predict the future course of the negotiations and nuclear 
testing, based on the latest positions of the Nuclear 
Powers and the background of the negotiations. 

The major source of information for this investiga- 
tion will be the verbatim records of the three conferences 
and their attached documents. Additional sources will be 
the various publications of documents in the field of dis- 
cirraament put out by the Department of State and the United 
States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. 
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CHAPTER II 



CONFERENCE OF EXPERTS TO STUDY THE POSSIBILITY 
OF DETECTING VIOLATIONS OF A POSSIBLE 
AGREEMENT ON THE SUSPENSION OF NUCLEAR 
TESTS JULY 1, 1958 to AUGUST 21, 1958 

I. BACKGROUND 

kith the breekdown of the disarmaraent negotiationc 
through the United Nations Disarmament commission in the 
fall of 1957, a search was begun for other means to con- 
tinue negotiations. 

In January 1958, President Eisenhower sent a letter 
to Marshal Bulganin in which he proposed that various 
aspects of disarmament, including the control of a test 
ban, be studied by technical groups. He included a state- 
ment that "these technical studies could, if you wish, be 
undertaken without commitment as to ultimate acceptance, 
or to the interdependence, of the propositions involved."^ 
This small step indicated a change in the United States 
position to discuss partial measiires of disarm 2 unent and 
established the seed out of which grew the negotiations on 
a nuclear weapons test ban agreement. 

An exchange of letters followed between President 
Eisenhower and the Soviet Premier, First Marshal Bulganin, 
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and later Nikita Khrushchev who succeeded him. The Soviet 
Union continued to press for an immediate suspension of 
nuclear weapons tests amd unilaterally declared the dis- 
continuing of all nuclear weapons tests on March 31, 1958, 

2 

following an extensive tests series. The United States 
did not accept the Soviet proposal for immediate suspen- 
sion of nuclear tests but continued to press for a confer- 
ence of technicians to study the problem of control. 
However, the United States continued to view the limitation 
or suspension of testing as a part of a broad disarmament 
agreement.^ 

On May 9, 1958, in a letter to President Eisenhower, 
Premier Khrushchev, after expressing concern that a tech- 
nical study would delay suspension of tests, agreed "to 
having both sides designate experts who would immediately 
begin a study of methods of detecting possible violations 

4 

of an agreement on the cessation of nuclear tests." 

In President Eisenhower’s letter to Premier 
Khrushchev on May 24, 1958, he replied, "experts on our 
side would be prepared to meet in Geneva with experts from 
the Soviet side to study methods for detecting possible 
violations of an agreement on the cessation of nucle 2 u: 
tests. 

Premier Khrushchev in his letter to President 
Eisenhower on May 30, 1958, although continuing to state 
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his regrets that a technical study would delay a possible 

0 

agreement, agreed to a meeting at Geneva, 

President Eisenhower in his letter to Premier 
Khrushchev on June 10, 1958, confirmed the site of the 
meeting and recommended that the conference convene on or 
about July 1, 1958.^ 

After a further exchange of correspondence, it was 

finally agreed to convene the conference of experts in 

Geneva on or about July 1, 1958, with e^cperts from the 

United States, the United Kingdom, Franca, Canada, the 

Soviet Union, Poland, Czechoslovakia, and Rumania to study 

methods for detecting possible violations of &n agreement 

8 

on the cessation of nuclear tests, 

II, THE GENEVA CONFERENCE OF EXPERTS 
Introduction 

The experts met in Geneva from July 1 to August 21, 
1958. They held thirty formal sessions plus several in- 
formal meetings at which detailed technical questions were 
discussed. 

In the communique issued at the close of the con- 
ference, the group stated that it had come to several 
agreed conclusions. First, 

, . , that the methods of detecting nuclear 
explosions available at the present time — 
namely, the collection of samples of radioactive 
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debris, the recording of seismic, acoustic and 
hydro-acoustic waves, and the radio signal method, 
together with the use of on-site inspection of 
unidentified events which might be suspected of 
being nuclear explosions — make it possible, within 
certain limits, to detect and identify nuclear 
explosions, and it recommends the use of these 
methods in a control system. 

Second , 

... that it is technically feasible to set up, with 
certain capabilities and limitations, a workable and 
effective control system for the detection of viola- 
tions of a possible agreement on the worldwide 
cessation of nuclear weapons tests. 

Third , 

... that the control system should be under the 
direction of an international control organ which 
would ensure the co-ordination of the activities 
of the control system and the functioning of the 
system in such a way that it would satisfy the 
necessary technical requirements,” 

Following the issuance of the communique, the final 
report of the conference was issued. This report was 
divided into four sections: general background informa- 

tion, the basic methods of detection and identification of 
nuclear explosions, the technical equipment of the control 
system, and the control system. 



Background Information 

The first order of business after the conference 
convened was the selection of an agenda. On July 4to, the 
following agenda was adopted: 

1. Exchange of opinions on the problem of the 
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various methods for detecting atomic explo- 
sions and on other general problems of the 
Conference deliberations. 

2. Determination of a list of basic methods of 

systematic observations for phenomena indica- 
tive of an explosion. 

3. A system for controlling the observance of an 

agreement on the cessation of nuclear tests. 

4. Drawing up a report of experts to the govern- 

ments of those countries represented at the 
Conference, with conclusions and suggestions 
regarding a system of controlling the ob- 
servance of an agreement on the cessation of 
nuclear tests. 10 

In reaching their conclusions , the experts consid- 
ered the natural phenomena which accompany nuclear explo- 
sions. These phenomena (such as, acoustic waves occur when 
there are explosions in air and in water; seismic oscilla- 
tions that occur when there are explosions on the ground, 
under the ground, and under water; the radio pulses that 
are produced when there are explosions in the atmosphere; 
and the optical and gamma radiation when propagated over 
long distances), they said, "serve to indicate explosions 
and to estimate their time and place," Further, they con- 
tinued, that when nuclear explosions occur in the atmos- 
phere, radioactive debris is formed which mixes in the 
atmosphere and is dispersed over great distances. If a 
nuclear explosion is set off in the ocean or in the 
earth’s crust, the radioactive debris will remain con- 
centrated close to the place of the explosion for a 
considerable time. Because of these phenomena, they 
continued, modern instruments make it possible to detect 
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nuclear explosions at considerable distances. Therefore, 
they contended, that explosions of high yield which are 
set off on the surface of the earth and in the lower atmos- 
phere can be detected without difficulty at points remote 
from the site of the explosions. However, they added, that 
explosions of low yield Ccin only be detected with good re- 
liability if a specially set up control system is estab- 
lished. 

As to this special problem of detecting small 
explosions, they said, this was so because of the many 
natural phenomena, earthquakes and thunder storms, which 
give similar signals or hinder the detection of the sig- 
nals. They added that it was possible to discriminate 
between signals of natural events and explosions by care- 
ful analysis of the data from several stations. Those that 
remained unidentified "which could be suspected as being 
nuclear explosions might be resolved by inspection of the 
site."^^ 

The Conference considered the methods of detecting 
nuclear explosions by acoustic, hydro-acoustic, seismic 
oscillations , electro-magnetic oscillations and radio- 
active debris. Each of these methods was examined for its 
effectiveness and limitations. Following this, the Con- 
ference examined the question of the technical equipment 
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of the control system and the question of the control 
system as a whole. 

Basic Methods of Detection and Identification of 
Nuclear Explosions 

The experts analyzed the capabilities of five 
methods of detecting nuclezir explosions. 

Acoustic Waves . Nuclear explosions in air cause 
strong acoustic waves which propagate over large distances. 
The experts stated that the existing apparatus could detect 
an air wave from a 1-Jciloton explosion at relatively large 
distances — downwind at a distance of 2,000 to 3,000 kilo- 
meters and upwind at 500 kilometers. Records from three 
stations would, they believed, make it possible to deter- 
mine the location of the explosion with an accuracy of 
better than 100 kilometers. These methods were considered 
reliable at heights up to 30 kilometers and possibly even 
50 kilometers. Deep underground and underwater explosions 
would not produce air waves "sufficiently intense for de- 
tection purposes." The hydro-acoustic waves produced by 
underwater explosions in oceans, however, could be de- 
tected at distances of about 10,000 kilometers. 

Radioactive debris . Nuclear explosions in the air 
up to 10 kilometers produces radioactive debris which is 
carried by the wind to great distax.' os. The experts be- 
lieved that the most convenient conditions for the taking 
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of samples of the debris would prevail between the fifth 
and the twentieth day after an explosion, v/hen control 
posts at distances of 2,000 to 3,000 kilometers should be 
able to detect a 1-kiloton explosion "with a high degree 
of reliability." They added, however, that this method 
was less reliable for xinder ground or underwater explosions. 
They also considered that aircraft would be useful, both in 
collecting samples of the air and in search for radioactive 
clouds that would be produced by nuclear explosions. 

Seismic waves . Underground or undervvoter nuclear 
explosions produce waves that are propagated through the 
earth's crust. The experts recognized the difficuxu/ of 
distinguishing seismic waves produced by nuclear explo- 
sions from those caused by earthquakes. Under conditions 
analogous to those of the United States Rainer shot, they 
believed that longitudinal seismic waves caused by an 
underground nuclear explosion of 1 kiloton could be de- 
tected, and the direction of the first motion (explosions 
cause the first movement of the earth to be in a direction 
a«vay from the source, while earthquakes can often cause 
the first movement of the earth to be in a direction 
toward the source) could be determined, at stations con- 
siderably more quiet than average and under favorable 
noise conditions, at distances of 1,000 kilometers and 
also at 2,000 and 3,500 kilometers. At the same stations 
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but under noisy conditions, however, this method would be 
effective only for 5-kiloton explosions. The experts 
thought that 90 per cent of the earthquakes could be "dis- 
tinguished from explosions with a high degree of relia- 
bility if the direction of first motion of the longitudinal 
wave is clearly registered at five or more seismic stations 
on various bearings from the epicentre" and under specified 
conditions that the area within which an epicenter was 
localized could be assessed as approximately 100-200 square 
kilometers. "For those cases which remain unidentified," 
they said, "inspection of the region will be necessary," 

By this, they meant that inspectors would have to make on- 
site investigation of the area where an unidentified event 
occurred in order to make a positive identification of it. 
They noted that methods of detecting underground nuclear 
explosions might be improved in the future by perfecting 
the technical equipment involved. 

Radio signals . Atmospheric nuclear explosions give 
rise to powerful electromagnetic radiations. The experts 
stated that a 1-kiloton explosion could be detected by 
means of radio signals at distances exceeding 6,000 
kilometers "assuming that in the neighbourhood of the re- 
ceiving stations there is no high noise level from local 
thunderstorms or other sources." The similarity of sig- 
nals from lightning flashes to those resulting fro 
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nuclear explosions, however, made this method unreliable 
at great distances. The experts recommended further re- 
search on this subject. 

High-altitude explosions . Nuclear explosions at 
altitudes higher than 30-50 kilometers present special 
problems. Theoretically and on the basis of preliminar 
data, the experts considered that gevmma rays and neutrons 
produced by nuclear explosions at high altitudes could be 
registered with "properly instrumented" eeirth satellites. 
They also stated that it could be considered possible "to 
use the recording of ionospheric phenomena, using anpro- 
priate radio techniques, and of optical phenomena for the 
detection of nuclear explosions at high altitudes," They 
did not consider the problem of detecting nuclear explo- 
sions at distances of millions of kilometers from the 
earth. 

The Technical Equipment of the Control System 

After this discussion of the methods of detection 
of nuclear explosions in various environments, the experts 
described the technical equipment needed at the control 
posts. They recommended that control posts on continents 
be equipped with apparatus "for the detection of explo- 
sions by the acoustic eind seismic methods and also by the 
methods of recording radio signals and of collecting radio- 
active debris." Posts on islands or coastal areas should 
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also, in addition to the equipment for the methods above, 
be equipped with hydro-acoustic apparatus for detecting 
underwater explosions . Posts on ships should be equipped 
with apparatus for collecting radioactive debris and with 
hydro-acoustic equipment. 

The apparatus installed at posts, they said, must 
be uniform, satisfy basic technical requirements and be 
designed for reliable continuous operation. 

They further recommended that improved apparatus 

and techniques be actively developed and incorporated into 

the control system ’’for the purpose of continuously im- 

13 

proving the effectiveness” of the system. 

The Control System 

The experts concluded that it is technically fea- 
sible to establish a workable and effective control system 
with certain capabilities and limitations v/hich would 
detect violations of an agreement to suspend nuclear 
weapons tests. 

The control system, they said, should be under the 
direction of an international control organ which would 
perform the following functions: 

1. The development, testing and acceptance of the 

technical equipment and stating the criteria 
for the siting of the control posts, 

2, Making continuous and effective observations at 

control posts and on aircraft. 
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3. Establishment of reliable communications, using 

existing channels were suitable, between the 
control organ and the posts and air bases. 

4. Arrange for means of transport for control post 

personnel and the staff of the international 
control organ. 

5. Timely analysis and processing of data received 

from the control posts. 

6. Timely inspection of unidentified events ’’which 

could be suspected of being nuclear explo- 
sions.” 

7. Staffing the control system with qualified 

specialists. 

8. Assist in a scientific research program with the 

”aim of raising the scientific standard of the 
system, ” 

Control posts network . The experts recommended a 
network of 170-180 control posts including 160-170 land 
control posts and 10 shipborne posts. About 100-110 posts 
would be situated in continents, 20 on large islands and 40 
on small islands. Continental posts in aseismic eureas (low 
earthquake occurrence areas) should be spaced at about 
1,700 kilometers and in seismic areas (high earthquake 
occurrence areas) at about 1,000 kilometers. Oceanic 
posts would normally be spaced at 2,000 to 3,000 kilometers 
but the spacing between island posts in seismic areas 
would be about 1,000 kilometers. This would lead to the 
following distribution of control posts eiround the world: 
North America 24, Europe 6, Ar^a 37, Australia 7, South 
America 16, Africa 16, Anarctica 4, 60 control posts on 
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Islands and about 10 ships, for a total of 180 control 
posts. 

Each control post would require about thirty spe- 
cialists and some auxiliary personnel to staff and operate 
it. Their duties would include ensuring normal operation 
of the apparatus, preliminary processing of data and 
forwarding of this data to the control organization and 
the government of the host country. 

In addition to the control posts, the experts con- 
cluded, that there v/ould be regular aircraft flights over 
the oceans to check on radioactivity in the atmosphere. 
Additionally, in some cases there would be special flights 
over the territories of the United States, the United 
Kingdom, and the Soviet Union to collect air samples for 
checking on data obtained by other methods. 

Additionally, the experts concluded, that when an 
event is detected which cannot be identified by the inter- 
national control organ and which is suspected *'of being a 
nuclear explosion” the international organ "can send an 
inspection group to the site of the event in order to 
determine whether a nuclear explosion had taken place or 
not . ” 

Effectiveness of the control system . The experts 
estimated that the control system would have the following 
effectiveness ; 
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1. Good probability of detecting and identifying 

nuclear explosions of yields down to about 1 
kiloton, taking place on the surface of the 
earth, and up to 10 kilometers altitude, and 
good probability of detect-ng , but not always 
of identifying, explosions taking place at 
altitudes from 10 to 50 kilometers, 

2. Good probability of detecting nuclear explo- 

sions of 1-kiloton yield set off deep in the 
open ocean. 

3. Good probability of recording seismic signals 

from deep underground nuclear explosions in 
continents equivalent to 1 kiloton ana above. 

The capability of the control system to identify under- 
ground nuclear explosions of 1-5 kiloton yiel^ depends on: 
the small fraction of earthquakes that can be identified on 
the basis of data obtained from the control post-?- ne; 
the fraction of earthquakes that can be identified with 
V e aid of supplementary data obtained from existing 
seismic stations; and the fraction of events still left 
unidentified which could be suspected of being nuclear ex- 
plosions and for which the international control organ 
would carry out on-site Inspections. They estimated on 
the basis of existing data that the number of earthquakes 
which would be undistinguishable on the basis of their 
seismic signals from deep underground nuclear explosions 
of about 5-kiloton yield could be in continental areas 
from 20 to 100 a year. The experts concluded that the con- 
trol system would have great difficulty in obtaining 
positive identification of a carefully concealed deep 
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xinderground explosion but there would always be a possi- 

14 

bility of detection of such a violation by inspection. 
Summary 

The Conference of Experts had studied the capabili- 
ties and limitations of the various methods of detecting 
and identifying nuclear explosions in the various elements. 
They reviewed and recommended the technical apparatus that 
should be used in the various control posts. They studied 
and recommended the type of control system that should be 
established. The general conclusion reached by the ex- 
perts was that it is technically feasible to set up, with 
certain capabilities and limitations, a workable and 
effective control system for the detection of violations 
of a possible agreement on the cessation of nuclear 
weapons tests. 
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CHAPTER III 



CONFERENCE ON THE DISCONTINUANCE OF NUCLEAR TESTS 
OCTOBER 31, 1958 ~ JANUARY 29, 1962 

I . BACKGROUND 

Immediately following the successful conclusion of 
the Conference of Experts on August 22, 1958, President 
Eisenhower and the British Government issued statements 
calling for further negotiations for an agreement with 
other nations which have tested nuclear weapons for the 
suspension of nuclear weapons tests and the actual estab- 
lishment of an international control system on the basis 
of the experts’ report. As part of the agreement to be 
negotiated, they said, the United States and the United 
Kingdom were prepared to suspend testing on a year-by- 
year basis subject to a determination at the beginning of 
each year that; the agreed inspection system is installed 
and working effectively; and satisfactory progress is 
being made in reaching agreement on and implementing major 
and sxxbstantial arms control measxjres. The statements 
declcired that Western negotiators would be ready to open 
negotiations on October 31, 1958, in Geneva.^ 

On August 30, 1958, the Soviet Union agreed to 
commence negotiations with the United States and the 
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United Kingdom on October 31, 1958, in Geneva eind that the 

2 

conference be fixed for a period of two to three weeks. 

In a note to the Soviet Union on September 10, 1958, 
the United States agreed to hold the conference at Geneva 
on October 31, 1958; but because of the importance of the 
negotiations , they should be continued for whatever time 
may be mutually deemed necessary for their successful con- 

3 

elusion. 

The Moratorium 

As part of their statements on August 22, 1958, the 
United States and the United Kingdom agreed to stop testing 
of nuclear weapons for a period of one year from the begin- 
ning of the negotiations. On November 1 and 3, after the 
Conference had convened, the Soviet Union exploded nuclear 
devices. President Eisenhower in a statement on November 
7, 1958, declared that this action by the Soviet Union had 
relieved the United States from its voluntary obligations 
not to test. However, he added: "we shall continue sus- 

pension of such tests for the time being, and we understand 
the United Kingdom will do likewise. We hope that the 

4 

Soviet Union will also do so." No more Soviet atmospheric 
tests v;ere held and the voluntary moratorium was observed 
by the Nuclear Powers until August 30, 1961, when the 
Soviet Union resumed testing. 
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Procedure 

For purposes of analysis, the Conference on the 
Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests is broken down into 
ten natural periods. There were 353 formal sessions held 
in private session. The agreed articles of a treaty 
relating to the prohibition of nuclear weapons test ex- 
plosions are included in Appendix A. All meetings were 
held at the Palais des Nations in Geneva, Switzerland. 

II. THE FIRST PERIOD OCTOBER 31, 1958 - 
DECEMBER 19, 1958 

Introduction 

The Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear 
Weapon Tests convened on October 31, 1958, in Geneva, 
Switzerland, with the United States, the United Kingdom, 
and the Soviet Union represented. Twenty-eight formal 
meetings were held in private session. 

The major issues discussed by the Conference during 
this period were: the agenda; Western views on effective 

control; the Soviet position on control; the control 
organization; and the discussion and adoption of several 
articles for a treaty relating to the prohibition of 
nuclear weapons tests. 
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Search for Agenda 

At the first meeting, the Soviet representative 
introduced a short draft agreement providing for the imme- 
diate discontinuance of nuclear weapons tests but which 
included only a statement that a control system would be 

5 

established on the basis of the experts’ report. 

The Western representatives rejected this proposal 
and proposed that the Conference begin with an examination 
of the control organization.^ 

Thus, two opposing agendas were suggested: the 

Soviet Union wanted agreement on suspension of tests first 
followed by negotiation on a control system; the West 
wanted to spell out the control system first to be included 
in the agreement. 

Debate on the selection of an agenda occupied the 
first fifteen meetings and was finally broken when the 
United States representative suggested that "the best way 
to move forward from this point is to try to focus our dis- 
cussion more clearly through consideration of texts of 
suggested treaty articles which clearly embody the posi- 

7 

tions which we think are essential." 

During the agenda debate in addition to the Soviet 
draft agreement, the United States submitted a working 
paper on a treaty on Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon 
Tests, including establishment of an effective 
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Q 

international control organization. The United Kingdom 
siihmitted two papers: one on some of the initial points 

requiring consideration in the setting up of an effective 
international control organization for supervising the 
observance of an agreement on the discontinuance of 
nuclear weapons tests, and one on some points not covered 
in the conclusions of the Conference of Experts requiring 
consideration in the setting up of an effective inter- 

9 

national control organization. 

Initially, the Soviet Union argued for two separate 
agreements: one on the discontinuemce of testing, and 

emother on the establishment of the control organization. 
Finally, on November 29, 1958, at the 15U> meeting they 
declared, in spite of their continuing preference for a 
test ban agreement with a separate protocol on control, 
the Soviet Union was willing to include the control pro- 
visions in the agreement on the cessation of tests. 

However, they continued to attack the Western position 
calling for a year -by— year agreement linked to progress in 
general disarmament.^® 

Thus with the Soviet acceptance of one all-inclusive 
agreement and the United States representative’s suggestion 
on procedure, the deadlock on an agenda was broken by 
proceeding without one to consideration of individual 
articles of a comprehensive treaty. 
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Western Views on Effective Control 

At the 17 tb meeting, the United States representa- 
tive outlined the Western views on the type of control 
organization which should be set up to implement the system 
recommended by the experts. 

First, the organization should be responsible to a 
commission or board made up of representatives of the three 
Powers plus a small number of other States participating 
in the organization. This commission should be responsible 
for establishing the necessary procedures for the installa- 
tion, operation, and improvement of the data-gathering 
facilities in accordance with the agreement. Further, they 
would also maintain a continuous review of the functioning 
of the system and the analysis of the data collected by 
it. It would authorize nuclear detonations for peaceful 
purposes and make findings on violations of the agreement. 
It would appoint an administrator who would direct the 
system. This commission would operate as a permanent body 
on continuous call. 

Second, there should be a conference of parties 
which would periodically review the general operation of 
the system. 

Third, an administrator appointed by the commission 
and responsible to the commission would be the chief execu- 
tive officer of the system. He would be responsible for 
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implementing the procedxires established by the commission 
for the system and for the analysis of the data which it 
collects in order to determine whether or not violations 
of the agreement have occxxrred. To this end, the adminis- 
trator and his staff would determine, subject to the 
approval of the commission, the equipment, construction 
emd location of control posts and other facilities; select 
and train personnel for the manning of such facilities, and 
for inspection groups; make technical findings from the 
data so collected; dispatch inspection groups and special 
flights; and analyze the results v/hich they obtain. 

Fourth, a headquarters must be established to pro- 
vide the administrator with a mechanism to direct an ef- 
fective overall operation of the system. This would also 
include a data analysis center and a central laboratory. 
Further, because the administrative and logistic problems 
would be too great, there would be ten regional offices 
which would provide support for ten or twenty controls 
posts and aircraft facilities. The organization would have 
the right to maintain an independent radio network, operated 
by its own staff, connecting the headquarters with indivi- 
dual control posts, inspection groups and air facilities. 

Soviet Position on Control 

At the 21st meeting on December 8, 1958, the Soviet 
Union clarified its position on control. It stipulated 
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that the Commission would make decisions on all important 

questions by unanimous agreement among the United States, 

the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union. Further, the staff 

of each control post was to be recruited from the nationals 

of the territory on which it was located; and the director 

of the post would be a representative of the host country; 

and a chief control officer would represent the other side. 

On aircraft sampling flights, one control officer would go 

along from the other nuclear side. Special flights would 

be made to collect air samples over the territory of 

States with the participation of a representative of the 

Commission, by decision of the Commission in aircraft of 

such States along routes determined in advance and agreed 

12 

upon with the governments of such States. 

The Control Organization 

Western principles on the control organization . At 
the 23rd meeting on December llli, the United States repre- 
sentative explained that the control organization must be 
built on three basic principles: 

First, "operation on the basis of majority vote in 
the Control Organization." He said that the utilization 
of the Soviet idea of requiring a unanimous vote of the 
three powers in the Commission would have effect of a 
veto provision. 
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Second, "international rather than national opera- 
tion of the detection and identification system." The 
Soviet proposal for national operation imposes more rather 
than less opportunity for partiality and possible obstruc- 
tion theui would be the case with a true international 
staff, added the United States representative. 

Third, "minimization of the number of political 
decisions required in the day-to-day operation of the 
control organization." By this he explained that the 
United States meant that the basic political decisions 
would be incorporated in the treaty itself. He continued 
that 

... now is the time, to reach and record as fully 
as we can practicably do the fundamental decisions 
as to how this organization should operate. V/hen 
it is in operation it should be on a basis of timely 
operation, and timely operation requires that points 
within the process at which new political decisions 
are required should be minimized. 

Soviet view on the control organization . At the 
24tJj meeting on December 12U>, the Soviet representative 
rebutted the United States statement of basic principles 
and denied that the Soviet proposals would obstruct the 
control organization. He stated that the Soviet pro- 
posals were based on the concept of cooperation: firstly, 

between the States taking part in the control system; and 
secondly, between the control organization and each State 
party to the agreement. The control orgeaiization, he 
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continued, cannot function without substantial day-to-day 
assistance of each State party to the agreement and active 
collaboration on the part of States. He further added 
that, because the possibility of a violation of a treaty 
is so serious, no part of the organization should make the 
final decision except the highest organ, the Control Com- 
mission, Further, he continued, the Commission must give 
thorough examination to evidence submitted by the suspected 
State to clear itself. 

In relation to international staffing, he said, 

that the Western proposals were based not on technical con- 

14 

siderations but on political considerations. 

United States submits draft eirticles on the control 
organization . At the 25tb meeting on December 15, the 
United States representative submitted for consideration 
of the Conference draft articles on the duties, functions, 
and responsibilities of the control organization. These 
articles (Article VI on the Control Commission, Article 
VII on the Conference of Parties, Article VIII on the 
Detection aind Identification System, and Article IX on the 
Administrator and his staff) incorporated the views of the 
United States which had been set forth in the Conference, 

At the 26ti meeting on December 16 , the United 
States representative submitted for consideration of the 
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Conference, a draft Annex I on the Installation, Operation 
and Improvement of the Detection and Identification System. 

Adoption of Treaty Articles 

Article 1 . At the 20Ui meeting on December 6, Ar- 
ticle 1 was adopted. It was adopted from the Soviet draft 
agreement proposal and the United States draft treaty 
working paper proposal. It prohibited the parties from 
carrying out nuclear tests and to refrain from causing, 
encouraging or in any way participating in nuclear tests 
anyv/here. 

Article 2 . At the 21st meeting on December 8, 
Article 2 for a treaty relating to the prohibition of 
nuclear v/eapons tests was adopted by the Conference. It 
was adopted from the Soviet draft agreement proposal and 
the United States treaty working paper proposal. The 
article established a control organization and obligated 
the Parties to the treaty to cooperate "promptly and fully 
with the control organization" in the carrying out of its 
duties in accordance with the provisions of the treaty. 

Article 3 . At the 24tii meeting on December 12, 
Article 3 for the proposed treaty prohibiting nuclear 
weapon tests was adopted by the Conference, This article 
.xas adopted from the United States draft treaty working 
paper proposal. It established the control organization 
which would consist of a Commission; a Detection and 
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Identification System; and Administrator; and a Conference 
of Parties.^^ 

Article 4 « At the 27tb meeting on December 17, 

Article 4 for the proposed treaty was adopted. The article 
was proposed by the United Kingdom at the IStt meeting. 

The article set forth the composition of the Commission. 

It provided that the Commission would consist of one repre- 
sentative from the United States, the United Kingdom, and 
the Soviet Union as permanent members, plus four other 
members elected by the Conference of Parties for two year 
terms . 

Summary 

The problem of the agenda which presented the Con- 
ference with an initial deadlock was solved by proceeding 
without one. Four treaty articles were adopted without 
too much debate. The initial debate on the control organi- 
zation which was held during this period brought out major 
disagreement over voting procedures in the Commission, 
duties and powers of the Administrator, staffing, and in- 
spection. 

The United States continued to press for a year -by- 
year agreement tied to progress in the field of disarmament, 
whereas the Soviet Union wanted an unlimited agreement com- 
pletely separate of other issues. 
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Some progress had been made, but the differences in 
the two positions brought out in this initial period in- 
dicated a great deal of negotiation would be necessary 
before they could be brought close enough to reach agree- 
ment. 



III. THE SECOND PERIOD JANUARY 5, 1959 
MARCH 20, 1959 



Introduction 

The second period commenced on January 5, 1959, and 
covered forty-four formal meetings. Three minor draft 
articles were adopted during this period. Discussion cen- 
tered around several general topics: new data on under- 

ground explosions submitted by the United States; on-site 
inspection and inspection groups; control post and head- 
quarters staffing; the Soviet veto list; nuclear detona- 
tions for peaceful purposes; and elective positions on the 
Control Commission. 

Submission of New Data on Underground Testing 

At the first meeting of this period on January 5, 
1959, the 29tii meeting of the Conference, the United States 
representative circulated as a Conference document a 
working paper on new seismic data stating the preliminary 
results of United States tests held in October 1958. This 
new data, he said, failed to confirm the conclusions of 
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the Geneva Conference of Experts in relation to the detec- 
tion of underground tests. Referring to the preliminary 
report of President Eisenhower's Science Advisory Committee 
which analyzed the new data received from the October 
tests ) he declared, they concluded that the method recom- 
mended by the Geneva experts for distinguishing earthquakes 
from explosions, the direction of the first motion of the 
seismic signal as observed by several stations, was less 
effective than the experts believed. Fxarther, the new 
data also showed that the seismic signals produced by 
underground explosions would be smaller than had been 
anticipated and that there were, therefore, about twice as 
many natural earthquaOces equivalent to an underground ex- 
plosion of a given yield as had been estimated by the 
Conference of Experts. The Committee concluded, he con- 
tinued, that the total number of unidentified seismic 
events with energy equivalents larger than 5 kilotons might 
be increased 10 times over the number estimated by the 
experts. 

Based on the preliminary findings of this new data, 

the United States representative requested a working group 

of experts of the three Powers be established by the Con- 

19 

ference to study and analyze this new data. 

Soviet views on new scientific data . The initial 
Soviet reaction to the introduction of this new scientific 
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data was one of suspicion. They viewed it as a Western 

trick to get ’’inspection group after inspection group 

20 

roaming all over a country. " 

At the meeting on January 7, the Soviet representa- 
tive gave a fuller critique on the new scientific data 
submitted by the United States. He refused to accept it as 
the basis for further technical discussion by the Confer- 
ence, and reaffirmed their view that the technical basis 
for the Conference was adequately covered by the conclu- 
sions and recommendations of the Conference of Experts. 
However, he said, they did agree that additional data 
which was derived by experimentation should be submitted 
to the control organization to be established by the 
treaty. He concluded, that the stage of technical study 

was behind and the main task at the present time was to 

21 

work out a political agreement. 

Continuing debate . On January 23 at the 41st meet- 
ing, the United States representative reviewed the Soviet 
position on the new data and said that he could not accept 
the premise that new scientific information should be 

deferred for consideration by the control organization 

22 

when it is established. 

The Soviet Union still refused to consider the new 
data by a technical working group. The United States did 
not continue to press for a technical working group during 
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this period, but held the proposal for future considera- 
tion. 

Western Powers Drop Disarmament Tie 

At the 37tt meeting on January 19, 1959, the United 

States and the United Kingdom made a major move toward 

reaching agreement. They agreed to drop their insistence 

that "the duration of the treaty be made conditional upon 

progress in other fields of disarmament." However, they 

still retained the condition that the continuation of the 

agreement would be dependent on the effective operation of 

23 

the control organization. 

On-Site Inspections and Inspection Groups 

The question of on-site inspections and inspection 
groups was given extensive debate during this period. 

Western views on on-site inspections and inspection 
groups . The Western position on on-site inspection was 
for permanent inspection teams or groups that would be 
promptly dispatched on the basis of pre-determined criteria 
and were an essential element of the control system to 
deter a potential violator of the agreement. Further, on- 
site inspections were recommended by the Conference of 
Experts in order to establish the origin or nature of 
detected events which could be suspected of being of 
nuclear origin. 
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On January 28t!» at the 44tii meeting, the United 
States representative outlined the United States position 
on inspections and inspection groups. He said: 

We believe in international staffing and we be- 
lieve that no nationals of the State v/ithin which 
an inspection group will operate should be included 
as a member of the regular operating inspection 
staff. We believe that the required number of in- 
spection groups, fortified with the necessary pro- 
fessionally trained personnel and their own technical 
equipment, their own transportation, and their own 
communication facilities, would strengthen the sci- 
entific and technical capability of the group. We 
believe that these groups should be formed on a 
permanent basis and based so as to be immediately 
available for dispatch to the sites of incidents 
which could be suspected of being nuclear origin as 
soon as possible when it is determined they are 
required. We would like to have the permanently 
established inspection groups authorized to initiate 
prompt inspections when the research and analysis 
center of the headquarters of the system concludes 
that an event meets the criteria laid down in the 
treaty and its annexes as constituting a requirement 
for inspection. We believe that such prompt action 
is the only possible way to implement the conclusions 
of the Geneva experts' report which recommends timely 
inspection of unidentified events which could be 
suspected of being nuclear explosions. 24 

The United States representative concluded by 
saying the United States could not accept the Soviet pro- 
posal for staffing the groups with nationals of the host 
country with some "controllers" assigned by the control 
organization. Further, it could not accept the Soviet 
contention for groups to be established on an hoc basis 

nor the procedures outlined by the Soviet Union for the 

25 

dispatching of the teeuns. 

Soviet critique of Western position . The Soviet 
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reply to this United States declaration centered around 
the argument that the sending out of inspection groups was 
a serious political decision that could not be taken auto- 
matically. Further, they said, the reply of the country 
being questioned must be considered before action is taken 
and it would be "naive" to consider that an inspection 

group would be able to go to the suspected place without 

26 

permission of the suspected State. 

Soviet views on inspection and inspection groups . 

At the 45Ui meeting on January 29, 1959, the Soviet repre- 
sentative put forth the Soviet views on inspection and 
inspection groups. He declared that inspectors should be 
chosen from lists of names registered with the Control 
Commission by each country and include foreigners as well 
as nationals of the host coxmtryj most of the equipment, 
except for some specialized equipment, would be furnished 
by the country on whose territory the inspection was being 
carried out; and an equal number of nationals should ac- 
company the inspection group to represent the country 
being inspected. 

The Soviet represented these views on inspection 
groups was guided by two basic principles. First, the 
individual character of each inspection; and second, the 
need for inspection groups to act in close cooperation 
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with the government or authorities of the State on whose 

27 

territory the inspection is being carried out. 

At the 48tb meeting on February 3, the Soviet repre- 
sentative continued that the Soviet Union did not fear 
inspection but demanded a veto over dispatch of inspection 
groups because: 

the fact is that, if decisions are reached by the 
Control Commission without agreement betv/een the 
nuclear Powers, the despatch of inspectic n teams 
mi^’ht be transformed into an instrument of the cold 
war, a means of collecting intelligence data, and 
therefore a source of danger to the interests of 
national security. 28 

Continuing debate . The debate continued but no 
amoxmt of Western discussion could change the Soviet view 
that the reporting of an unidentified event was a political 
accusation against the State on whose territory the event 
occxirred. Therefore, the Soviets contended, only the 
Control Commission could dispatch an inspection teeun and 
that agreement among the three Powers was necessary to 
prevent abuse of the powers of the Commission. 

The Western representatives considered on-site in- 
spection to be a key factor of the control system to deter 
or uncover would-be violators of the treaty. Therefore, 
they considered that no nation should have the means of 
obstructing the timely dispatch of inspection teams to 
determine if a violation had occurred. They said, this 
fact was concurred in by the Conference of Experts in their 
conclusions and recommendations. 
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However, although on-site inspection and inspection 
groups were the topic of a great deal of discussion, not 
much progress was made and the initial differences re- 
mained at the end of this period. 

Control Posts and Headquarters Staffing 

The problem of staffing was also given a great deal 
of discussion. The different positions were aired and 
clarified, but wide differences on various aspects of 
staffing were brought to light. 

The Western Position . The initial position of the 
West was that control posts be internationally staffed and 
that no nationals of the host country could serve in a 
technical or supervisory capacity. 

At the 38tJ> meeting, the United States representa- 
tive clarified the Western position when he said that 
personnel at the control posts could come from any country 
except the host country and that the restriction on na- 
tionals only applied to the technical personnel. He 
further stated the. t the VJestern position on internation 1 
staffing was guided by three principles. First, that selec- 
tion should be on the basis of technical qualifications and 
skill. Second, on the widest basis of geographical dis- 
tribution. Third, selection of candidates should come 
from those countries which have the greatest interest, 
this meaint major selection from the three nuclear powers. 



<14* uxt ' #» 4«Oi(^t.:. I 4iW0ln.^ 

. -T| , I*. ♦ AJ-- 'iC 'i^ 4 V 4 i J® ~ ?!»» 

-.i *4^ or\i »6% «-«per*, 

^ ItA* ' .>< 

_ 4 ^J> 9 ^ 9 ty'> J . 01 ^V*^' 

i Ar*<Jv *r »c* 

■■» ^^*4 *«7. k i Ml* . •.I»rvt»>vi^ H 

> » %jl4r • • • ® ^ 4 tt 4 1.0 , hM I )4 -44^ 

■ rt, . jm fg%kt9-tiit |idu^^.ri 

•4^ H, l»Jil • ^ « tt» ^«_- 9^~ 

^ too’i !*.-<» y; ,.4>.iii:>M l®4pe£, 4«nj bAw 

Al *i liJOf'* 4«» c: Jt ♦ «-<43 iit^ACUJB.Ci bC -*^W 

.*.. ><>.. « SO *l<3^1Ai3i^ 

— -.» '••f*l<Cs'l“" .* >• ; -^1 , -fl •■ 1.1 '- •* 

y^r $ feiiK* ••• '«•! V Axu< iW 0 "'JJ 

•/ ftJP'i* WlBn4^ t^l**•^ A#*Qqi ft/15 fft : >«MlVA*'4ft^ 

.^4 I., ' •• -. 1 W -* 3 r«*>i* 1 ^^ f II «wft 

•n . ;-nl5ftCli4**^ ^4'i iMtOft.* M ## V I •«. ■4 ftfl 4l 4 5 

•*!> 4fVXt*AO« 4^ J -it" fe*« A« & 

:.J.» , »1> . - -'••44 aft A*Ai«* i#»# 

<ki>« 4»> ^41 i- Ui»i4ii'«)..J £i? i 4H^Q ^ **iuo.iA QoU 

I - Cff5 

•hht tlaau ^lU • W aliljr* 

* L4JaO% ^ *44 iiaX^9%ljM 

I * •••'^ % 4 ^II^ILiCl •* JDl 



40 



As to actual selection, he said this should be done by the 
Administrator within guidelines established by the Control 
Commission. He added that the major nuclear powers might 
be given the opportunity to satisfy themselves that the 
operation of a control post was in accordance with the 
treaty by the use of observers. 

On January 26t» at the 42nd meeting, the United 
Kingdom representative submitted tables showing how dif- 
ferent kinds of control posts might be staffed under the 
Western proposals. The approximate formula used by the 
United Kingdom in drawing up the tables was that one-half 
of the technical personnel of the control post would be 
from either side of the Nuclear Powers, depending on the 
location of the control post. The other half would be 
filled by other countries* nationals, except nationals of 
the host country. Additionally, each post v;ould have one 
communication post filled by the Nuclear Powers and the 
seven other communication posts would be filled by na- 
tionals of other countries except nationals of the host 
country. The twenty-one administrative and service posi- 
tions would be filled by the host country. In countries 
other than the three Nuclear Powers, the distribution of 
technical positions would be on the basis of thirds: one- 

third for the United States or United Kingdom, one-third 
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for the Soviet Union and the other third for other coun- 

30 

tries other than the host country. 

The Soviet Position . The initial Soviet position 
on staffing of control posts was that all nersonnel at the 
control posts should be nationals of the host country 
except for one "controller” to represent the other side. 

The Soviet Union would not agree to having the ad- 
ministrator select the staff and expressed the thought 

that he could not be so fair minded so as to look after 

31 

the interests of all parties to the treaty. 

The Soviet reaction to the proposed Western staff- 
ing tables was that they would be half Western and half 
international and this meant that it would be to the 
advantage of the West. The Soviet representative at the 
42nd meeting argued that 

how was the host country to know that data was used 
honestly or not fabricated for provocative pur- 
poses. 

However, he did propose, that the number of "controllers” 

32 

could be increased from one or two to fovir or five. 

On February 2, 1959, at the 47t5> meeting, the Soviet 
Union introduced their own staffing table. This table 
showed that out of a total of thirty personnel at a control 
post, there would be ten or eleven senior specialists, of 
these four or five would be foreigners. The remaining 
nineteen or twenty would be "technicians, operators or 



• €1 - j 



s 3 .y •• 






«■ . a t Jk^«af * 

4,. J-4v:i» ' - 

?- t *« Mil *^ ^ ‘r * x» j »*iaB ‘ 

?*.»A«c*:: i •• '“‘t o&o# A^:'~tfr* 

■*•! ttf >4J ‘ Ml I <t3 i»^0 *-* Tif^omm 

jmul - • <i«rx-»r r.. tW.'t^ -saV* 

r^ y^i .•*■• .^.-•r-* • -«p. .» • • ^4# 

-t * .%».i r* r>* \ 0 r,tAr ..'?% vd! ??<'•■ :S*» ^ 

^'* • 4 UMlf'xM £0 * ••'»-* 

- ,/ > t •,TiJ>^*T"i» ' 'tv !*»- twA t 1^i» 4 ^1. 

» jT « ^ ^ ^ * :—;■ ( -»• ’ A '•' V* '•lii ^ ^mm ■' i J 04^ 

• rr* «. •-« J.«. liw •J'i:' y^r -i 1 - .j1j»^» 4*.i 

^ t ) • 4 »Or^ • ' ■’•^ ^ * i ^ M, • 

4«»'‘.; < ••4jfc tiMtf 

4-ln* Ttafe- A lA .!»•“_ ^V..L ‘I:^ -14. 

-irrtf *<N it 4#r *1% hC4«*«o»« 

°'llllinl ■ cdnCifl^t* 4 0 »^ift(er— kbt^ ^ 

-*♦ .# x% ’ T- y*-! X •»• •*'''' ** nap<iTr» M'joa 

-A4 4rr^ IK'** •- \4t*. ••*** ^ 

9f^^| k-ur; . «1M • ;5<< 

ii.' ^ 3» 4*^*^ iJk4^ • W .>*is»rt« 

4— 'IW.X 4 MX • 9lw -A"- • if'S^i J4&J 

I ^ * -'*’■■■ i- X — 

*1 r .^,T«r»e^ '•-sj'* l44;i'*T* J© 



42 



mechanics.” The Soviet representative remarked on the 

basis of the Soviet staffing tables, 

under our latest proposal 50 percent or nearly 50 
percent of the highly qualified engineering personnel 
who would act as controllers at each post would be 
representatives of the other side - in other words , 
international or foreign personnel 

Headquarters staffing . At the 46tli meeting on 

January 30, 1959, the Soviet Union outlined its views for 

the recruitment of technical personnel for the technical 

set-up of the Control Commission. Recruitment, they said, 

should be on the basis of parity, 

namely, the staff of the technical set-up of the 
Control Conunission should be recruited from among a 
number of specialists possessing the necessary 
technical qualifications, so that half the positions 
in each section of the technical set-up will be 
filled with specialists recommended to the Control 
Commission by the Soviet Union, while the other half 
of the positions will be filled by specialists recom- 
mended by the United States and United Kingdom. 

They added that personnel recommended did not have to be 

nationals of the sponsoring State. 

On March 5, 1959, at the 58tb meeting, the United 
States representative proposed tl.at the principle of inte^ 
national staffing could be applied by the Administrator to 
appoint one-third of the staff from Soviet Union nationals 
one-third would be nationals of the United States or the 
United Kingdom, and the remaining one-third "should be 
international in character, exclusive of nationals of the 
three nuclear powers." 



Further, he added that if a 
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supervisor in an important position were to be a national 

35 

of one side, the deputy could be a national of the other. 

The Soviet Union rejected this Western proposal 
after the United States declared that the last third would 
be appointed strictly on the basis of technical competence 
and geographical distribution. The Soviet representative 
declared that this proposal would thus provide a means of 
gaining control of the control organization by the Western 
Powers and, therefore, the Soviet Union could not accept 
it.2« 

Continuing Disagreement . The controversy continued 
and the differences boiled down to disagreement over the 
role of the staff in the control organization. The West 
was primarily concerned with the obstruction or suppres- 
sion of data if the posts were manned by nationals and the 
means to build confidence in the system as much as possible. 
The Soviet Union was concerned that if the posts were 
staffed by primarily foreigners, they could fabricate or 
misinterpret evidence detrimental to the host country and 
in insuring equal representation on the headquarters staff 
to prevent domination by one side or the other. 

The Soviet Veto List 

A controversy had arisen in the debate over Article 
5 of the treaty which defined the procedural methods of 
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the Control Commission. The Soviet Union wanted the Com- 
mission to take action on svibstantive matters only with the 
concxirring vote of the three Nuclear Powers. The Western 
Powers would not accept this in such general terms. 

On January 30, 1959, the representative of the 
Soviet Union submitted to the Conference for consideration 
a draft amendment to the draft Article 5 on the procedures 
of the Control Commission. This amendment which became 
known as the Soviet veto list read as follows; 

Decisions of the Commission shall be made by not 
less than foxir affirmative votes of the members of 
the Commission, including the aiffirmative votes of 
the original parties to the Treaty - the USSR, the 
USA and the United Kingdom - on the following 
matters ; 

(a) revision of the Treaty and its annexes, and 
adoption of amendments thereto; 

(b) any accusation against a State of a violation 
of the Treaty, and other matters relating to viola- 
tions of the Treaty; 

(c) appointments of the Administrator, defini- 
tion or alteration of his terms of reference, recruit- 
ment of the main engineering and technical personnel 
of the Control Organization’s headquarters, con- 
trollers and inspection groups; 

(d) adoption of a decision to dispatch inspection 
groups for on-site investigation of an event sus- 
pected of being a nuclear explosion, and adoption 

of decisions on the basis of the results of such 
investigation ; 

(e) revision of existing methods and approval of 
new methods of observation and types of apparatus 
in the control system; 

(f) determination of location sites of the control 
posts and of the routes for control aircraft flights; 

(g) budgetary, financial, administrative and 
economic matters connected with the Control Organi- 
zation's activities, including matters relating to 
the recruitment and dismissal of the supporting and 
auxiliary personnel. 
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Decisions of the Commission on procedural matters 
shall be made by a majority vote of the members of 
the Commission* 

37 

Each member of the Commission shall have one vote. 

Western reaction . The initial Western reaction was 

put forth by the United States representative when he said, 

"I am sorry to have to say that many of our understandings 

and misgivings about how the Soviet delegation would pro- 

38 

pose to have the system work have been confirmed." 

Soviet reply . The Soviet rebuttal to the initial 
Western response was 

that the Soviet Union has insisted ... that any 
decision on the question of control must ensure 
equality for the Soviet Uni6n within the control 
organization and equal possibilities for the Soviet 
Union in regard to the implementation of control 
through the organization which is to be set up. 39 

Western critique of Soviet veto list . At the 49U> 
meeting on February 5 , the United Kingdom representative 
made a detailed analysis of the Soviet veto proposal. He 
indicated that the Western Powers recognized the possible 
unanimous agreement on certain items on the list; namely, 
revision or amendments of the treaty; revision of existing 
methods and equipment; and determination of location sites 
and routes of aircraft flights. However, he was very 
explicit in rejecting the veto over treaty violations, on- 

. 40 

site inspections, and staffing. 

Continuing debate . A great deal of debate followed 
the introduction of the Soviet veto list and brought the 
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negotiations to the first major crisis. This view was 
clearly indicated by the United States representative on 
February 5 when he said, 

the issue is clear. That issue is whether the Soviet 
Government is prepared to enter into a safeguarded 
agreement on the discontinuance of nuclear weapon 
tests. If the Soviet Government continues to insist 
on a voting formula in the commission which would 
render the control organization utterly impotent, 
then indeed we cannot see a successful outcome of 
our negotiations,^^ 

On March 2 at the 65to meeting, the United Kingdom rep- 
resentative summarized the Western position in reference 
to the Soviet veto list. He said: 

We agree with the Soviet delegation that the 
unanimous consent of the three original parties should 
be required for the entry into force of amendments to 
the treaty and its annexes, including amendments af- 
fecting the terms of reference of the administrator 
as laid down in the treaty and also amendments which 
would alter the actual treaty provisions on techniques 
of control. But v/e do not agree that there should 
be a vote in the commission on these subjects , , , 
should be covered by our draft article on amendments 
to the treaty. 

Secondly, we are prepared, sijbject to certain 
conditions which I have stated, to give the original 
parties a veto on the appointment of the administra- 
tor and on siting of control posts and routing of 
aircraft flights. 

Thirdly, we do not agree at all with the rest of 
the Soviet list. In particular, we are absolutely 
opposed to the provision , , , relating to violations 
of the treaty and to on-site inspection. On these 
subjects we do not wish to possess the right of veto 
ourselves. We want neither an individual right of 
veto nor an automatic majority in the commission 
which would give the United States and the United 
Kingdom jointly a voting power equivalent to a veto. 

We do not want that, L’^ither do we agree that the 
Soviet Union should possess the xinilateral right of 
veto and thus have the unilateral right of imposing 
its own will on all the other parties, 
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The Soviet Union replied on March 4 that they 
agreed with some elements of the United Kingdom's statement 
on March 2 and that there might be some basis for discus- 
sion whereby the comprehensive list put forth by the Soviet 
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Union would not be necessary. 

With the introduction of the Soviet veto list, the 
differences of positions in relation to the concept of the 
organization, functions and duties of the control organiza- 
tion became apparent between the two sides. 

Nuclear Detonations for Peaceful Purposes 

On January 30U> at the 46ti> meeting, the United 
States representative introduced a draft treaty article 
titled "Detonations for Peaceful Purposes," which outlined 
the means to be incorporated into the treaty to permit 
peaceful nuclear detonations under appropriate control 
safeguards. Under this proposal, the nuclear devices to 
be used in peaceful uses explosions would be placed in a 
depository on or before the date of entry into force of 
the treaty and then be kept under continuous surveillance 
by representatives of the control organization until detona- 
tion. The control representative could inspect any parts 
that were replaced during the surveillance period, but they 
would not be permitted to inspect the internal design of 
the device. The proposal also provided that other devices 
could be used, but that the party exploding the device 
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must in this case permit full internal and external exami- 
nation of the device by representatives of the other 

44 

original parties. 

Soviet response to peaceful detonation proposal . 

The initial Soviet response to the draft article on peace- 
ful detonations of nuclear explosions was that they pre- 
ferred to prohibit absolutely the explosion of nuclear 
devices for any purposes whatsoever because the results of 
any explosions, can be used in any case for further in- 
creasing the destructive force of atomic and hydrogen 
weapons. The Soviet representative further stipulated 
that if the West demanded the right for peaceful explo- 
sions then the Soviet Union would demand equal right to 

the same number that the United States and the United 
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Kingdom together detonauc.. 

On February 23, the Soviet representative made a 
formal reply to the proposal. He declared that the draft 
article provides a loophole for a country to continue 
nuclear weapons tests under the guise of nuclear explo- 
sions for peaceful purposes. This could be accomplished, 
he said, because the draft cirticle does not allow internal 
inspection of the mechanism; thus, external inspection 
will not give the inspectors any guarantee that a new 
nuclear device is being exploded in an old outward form. 
The Soviet representative then introduced a Soviet draft 
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article concerning nuclear explosions for peaceful pur- 
poses. This article proposed a limited and mutually 
agreed number of nuclear explosions for peaceful pxirposes. 
Such explosions to be carried out on a c..c-for-one basis. 
The following conditions would also have to be met: sub- 

mit beforehand to the other original parties to the treaty 
a complete description and the blueprints of the construc- 
tion of the device to be exploded; permit the inspection 
of the internal "*nd external construction of the device to 
be exploded; carry out strict international control on the 
site of the explosion with the mandatory participation of 
representatives of all the States, original parties to the 

treaty; svibmit all data obtained as a result of the explo- 
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sion to the original parties. 

No further action on these two draft articles on 
peaceful detonations of nuclear explosions. 

Composition of the Control Commission 

It had been previously agreed with the adoption of 
Article 4 of the proposed treaty that the Control Commis- 
sion would consist of the United Kingdom, the Soviet Union, 
and the United States, plus four other States chosen by 
the Conference of Parties. At the 52nd meeting on February 
11, the Soviet Union proposed that the four other seats be 
distributed to give eau.i side equal representation. They 
recommended a 3-3-1 representation. By this formula the 
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Soviet Union would get three seats, the United States and 

the United Kingdom three seats, and the last seat would be 

4 7 

given to a neutral mutually acceptable to both sides. 

Debate over this proposal . The Western answer to 
this proposal was that the V/estern Poi^ers would be pre- 
pared to discuss a mutually acceptable formula for composi- 
tion of the Commission which would guarantee that neither 
side would be able to dominate the Commission if the Soviet 
Union would agree to drop the veto. The Western Powers 
then proposed that the four seats be allotted, one to a 

Soviet ally and one to a Western ally, and the other two 
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seats to countries not committed to either side. 

The Soviet representative rejected this Western 
proposal because it would give the West more seats than 
the Soviet bloc. He reaffirmed the Soviet position that 
the control organization should be organized on equal rep- 
resentation or parity for the two sides. Therefore, he 
said, the Soviet 3-3-1 proposal would be a more representa- 
tive body to enjoy the appropriate authority in our inter- 
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national relations. 

Thus, the Conference had two counter proposals on 
the composition of the control Commission also. 

Adoption of Draft Treaty Articles 

On March 19ti> at ^ .a 72nd meeting, the Conference 
formally adopted three articles for the treaty on the 
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prohibition of nuclear weapons tests. The article on 
duration, the article on periodic review of the system, 
and the article on registration of the treaty. These 
articles v/ere all procedural articles and did not consti- 
tute any area of disagreement but they did add to the 
growing list of treaty cxrticles adopted by the Conference 
as it moved closer to agreement. 

Summary 

At the close of this period, vaurious elements of a 
Treaty on the Discontinucince of Nuclear V/eapons Tests were 
beginning to take shape. Many draft articles had been put 
before the Conference for consideration; some had already 
been adopted without substantial disagreement. However, 
the basic differences on the elements of control con- 
tinued to keep the Conference from reaching full agreement 
on a Treaty. Some progress had been made; many of the 
differences had been brought out into the light; but many 
of the issues were fundamental, and a great deal of nego- 
tiation would be required to bring the positions closer so 
that agreement could be reached. 

IV. THE THIRD PERIOD APRIL 13, 1959 - MAY 8, 1959 
Introduction 

The third period commenced on April 13, 1959, after 
an Easter recess from March 20. Until the Conference was 
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recessed on May 8tb, they held seventeen formal meetings. 

The main topics of discussion during this period were the 
phased treaty proposal submitted by the United States, the 
Soviet annual quota of on-site inspections proposal, con- 
tinuing debate on staffing, and the axscussion and adoption 
of many minor articles of the proposed treaty. 



Phased Agreement Proposal 

At the 73rd meeting on April 13tl>, the United States 

representative reviewed the major obstacles to reaching an 

agreement. He stated these as; 

first, there is the issue of whether there will be 
effective procedures to govern on-site inspection; 
secondly, there is the general problem of voting 
procedures in the control commission; aind thirdly, 
there is the problem of staffing cf ~ontrol posts. 

As a means out of the dLmpasse on the above issues, the 

United States representative proposed ; 

(a) That we agree in principle that a total agreed 
and inspected ban on nuclear tests will go into 
effect in phases as agreement is reached in these 
negotiations or in the control commission on th*^ 
relevant control mechanisms and as such agreements 
are incorporated in the treaty. 

(b) That the first phase, on which we could reach 
early agreement, could consist of a cess<at ion of 
tests in the atmosphere, and if the USSR is willing, 
under water. 

(c) That we should continue here to try to re- 
solve the political and technical problems ... 
which must be solved if we are to have an effective 
system for the detection of tests underground and at 
very high altitudes. 

(d) That joint studies, research and negotiation, 
including such joint experiments as may be deemed 
useful, should begin immediately . 51 
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Soviet Reaction to phased agreement proposal . The 
Initial Soviet reaction to the United States phased agree- 
ment proposal was to reject It because It would not stop 
but allow testing In outer space an»- xinderground. The 
Soviet Union continued to press for a comprehensive 
treaty. 

At the 83rd meeting on April 27, the Soviet repre- 
sentative read Into the records of the Conference a letter 
from Premier Khrushchev to President Elsenhower which 
formally rejected the United States proposal for a phased 

agreement and continued to emphasize the Soviet desire for 
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a comprehensive ban on all nuclear weapons tests. 



Soviet Proposal of Annual Quota of On-Slte Inspections 

As a way out of the Impasse over the dispatching of In- 
spection teams and on-slte Inspections, the Soviet Union 
Introduced a proposal at the 83rd meeting on April 27 for 
an cinnual quota of on-slte Inspections. The Soviet rep- 
resentative proposed that 

we should agree to conduct each yeeur a pre-determined 
number of inspections, on the territory of the Soviet 
Union and on that of the United States and Great 
Britain and their possessions. The despatch of in- 
spection groups must be based on objective readings 
of instruments in the control posts indicating the 
occxirrence of events which may be suspected to be 

nuclear explosions. ^4 

V/estern r'^^action. The Western reaction to this 



proposal was that it was too general and did not clearly 
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show the relationship to the Soviet request for a veto on 
inspections and dispatching of on-site inspection teams. 
However, it did offer possibilities, they said, if the 
Soviet Union would drop its insistence on a veto on the 
decision that inspection was justified or on the dispatch 
of the inspection group. Further, they added, both the 
nature of the criteria and the nxomber of inspections to be 
required must depend upon the evaluation of the scientific 
evidence available regarding detection of ui*J .'rground 
tests. 

Soviet reply . On April 28, 1959, at the 84th meeting 

the Soviet representative answered the questions posed by 

the Western representatives in relation to the proposal. 

He stated in relation to criteria, "the fixed number of 

inspections we agree upon must be carried out on the basis 

of instrument and equipment readir i(S-— in other words— on 

the basis of technical criteria." On the question of voting 

procedures in the control commission, he stated that, 

once we agree on a specific number of inspections 
per year for each side, the role of the control 
commission will be very simple as regards rhe 
despatching an inspection team .... We do not 
in this case insist on the principle of unanimous 
decision being applied in every single case as 
between the three nuclear powers. 

In regards to the relationship between the events that can 

be inspected and the quota in order to define this quota, 

he said, "the point here is that we must reach a sensible 
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political compromise, because any attempt to deal with 
this question on purely technical lines v/ould lead us down 
a blind alley. 

’/estern counter-reply . On ivay 8^3 at the 89^1 meeting, 

the United States representative m«^de a formal reply to the 

Soviet quota proposal. He made this general observation: 

we do not yet have sufficient information on the 
precise details of this Soviet proposal, either as 
to its technical reliability or as to the relia- 
bility of organizational arrangements for the over- 
all control system, to enable us to judge whether 
it would ensure effectiveness of control. 

He reaffirmed the Western position that the level of in- 
spection to take place must bear an appropriate relation- 
ship to scientific facts and to the detection capabilities 
of the control system, and that inspection vjould be under- 
taken only for the purpose of identifying an unidentified 
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dxoturbance which could be a nuclear explosion. 

Continuing Discussion on Staffing 

The discussions on staffing of control posts con- 
tinued during this period, and the Soviet representative 
clarified the Soviet position on this question during the 
75tb meeting on April 15, 1959. He stated t^ e Soviet posi- 
tion on staffing was; first, that the foreign specialists 
would have routine operational duties which depended on 
the posts they occupied and for which they would be respon- 
sible to the chief of post; second, that the foreign spe- 
cialists v/ould be an organic part of the total staff and 
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would, according to the positions they occupied, have 
direct operational responsibility for functioning of in- 
struments and reading of records and reporting on these; 
third, that foreign specialists according to the position 
they held, would be entitled to issue orders and instruc- 
tions to the appropriate operators and maintenance staff 
at the control posts; fourth, that one of tiiu senior 
foreign specialists who holds the appropriate position 
will be entitled to communicate directly with the control 
commission if he has some individual view and disagrees 
with conclusions or proposals of the chief of post; fifth, 
on the question of the nationality of the head of the post, 

he must be a national of the country in whose territory 
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the post is situated. 

Although views did clarify the Soviet position 
somewhat, there was no appreciable headway tovjard reaching 
agreement on this subject during this period. Nor did the 
West submit any new proposals. 

Adoption of Treaty Articles 

The following treaty articles were adopted during 
this period: 

14 April - article on amendments 

16 April - article on relationships with other 
international organizations 

17 April - preamble for the treaty. 
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21 April - article on annexes 

24 April - article on parties to the treaty 

27 April - eirticle on londer takings concerning co- 
operation with the system 

25 April - article on authentic texts 

4 May - article on signature, ratification, accept- 
ance and entry into force. 

6 May - article on privileges and inuaunitios 

8 May - article on installation and operation of 
the system in Parties territories 
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8 May - article on the Conference. 



Summary 

The adoption of the many above articles was a major 
step forward, but they were all technical or procedural 
articles over which there was very little disagreement. 
With the adoption of these articles it narrowed down the 
area of disagreement to the control organization where the 
major differences were ?"volved. 

At the request of the United States, the Conference 
was recessed on May 8, to bo reconvened at a date and tim»- 
to be agreed upoi* by the three delegations. 

V. THE FOURTH PERIOD .. w. 3 8, 1959 - AUGUST 26, 1959 
Introduction 



The Conference reconvened on June 8, 1959, 6Lfter a 
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recess from May 8, 1959. Discussion followed through 
thirty-eight formal meetings before the Conference was 
recessed on August 26, 1959. Primary discussion revolved 
around the establishment and report of the Technical 
Working Group on high altitude tests; new seismic data 
submitted by the United States; the Soviet quota proposal; 
Western staffing proposal; the budget and the veto; and 
the preparatory commission proposal. 



Establishment and Report of the Technical Working Group I 

During the recess, Premier Khrushchev on May 14, 

1959, in a letter to President Eisenhower finally agreed 

to the setting up of a Technical Working Group to make 

recommendations on the detecting cf nuclear explosions 

6 1 

above 30-50 kilometers. 

At the 95Ui meeting on June 15, the Conference 
formally agreed to establish a Technical Working Group of 
experts from the three Nuclear Powers to study questions 
relating to the detection of high altitude nuclecu: explo- 
sions. Their term of reference was: 

The Technical Working Group should assess the 
capabilities and limitations of possible techniques 
for the detection and identification of nuclear 
explosions at high altitudes (More them 30-50 kilo- 
meters) above the earth and, on the basis of the 
discussions and conclusions of the Geneva Conference 
of Experts, recommend techniques and instrumenta- 
tion for consideration by the Conference for incor- 
poration in the detection and identification system. 
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Report of the Technical Working Group * The group 
that was established was formally called Technical Working 
Group I and submitted its report to the Conference at its 
109tJ> meeting on July 10. 

The report of the Group stated that they concluded 
that the detection of high altitude nuclear explosions was 
technically feasible* They made the following recommenda- 
tions on techniques and instrumentation for the detection 
and identification of nuclear explosions at high altitudes 
above the Earth for consideration by the Conference for 
incorporation in the detection suid identification system. 

1. A system should be established consisting of 5-6 
earth satellites placed in orbits at altitudes of more than 
30,000 kilometers. They should be equipped for the detec- 
tion of gamma rays, delayed gamma rays, neutrons, and soft 
X-rays . 

2. For a low altitude earth satellite system two 
systems were recommended: 

a. A system of 6-10 satellites appropriately 
placed in near circular orbits at altitudes of 500-700 
kilometers. This would assiire surveillance below an alti- 
tude of 2,000 kilometers and would be equipped for the 
same detection as the high altitude system. 

b. A system of 2-4 satellites appropriately 
placed in near circular orbits at altitudes of 500-700 
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kilometers. This would assure surveillance below an alti- 
tude of 10,000 kilometers. They would be equipped for the 
same detection as the high altitude system. 

3. A satellite should be placed into an appropri- 
ate elliptical orbit around the earth to provide maximum 
coverage of the region in the earth’s magnetic field in 
which electron trappings occiir. 

4. To extend the system to provide increased cover- 
age of the regions behind the moon and the sun away from 
the earth, a system of four satellites should be placed in 
appropriate solar orbits, of radius approximating that of 
the earth arovind the sun, when the state of the technology 
permits. 

5. Each satellite should carry instrumentation to 
achieve the maximum reliability and range of detection of 
nuclear explosions in space and carry apparatus for check- 
ing the performance of the equipment of the satellite. 

All required data, including levels of background, signals, 
and performance data should be transmitted to a suitable 
number of control posts. Suitable equipment for receiving 
and analyzing data should be installed in these control 
posts in order to ensure the rapid and reliable analysis 
of signals received from the satellite. 

6. Additionally, the following techniques and 
instrumentation should be installed at ground posts: 
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a. Multiple channel optical detectors. 

b. Optical equipment suitable for observing 
fluorescence in the upper atmosphere. 

c. Equipment suitable for measuring the ab- 
sorption of cosmic radio noise in the ionosphere. 

d. Equipment suitable for recording radio 

4 1 

signals. 

Acceptance of the findings of the Group by the 
Conference . At the 121st meeting on August 10, the Soviet 
representative stated that the Soviet Government "agrees 
to the inclusion of the methods and instrumentation recom- 
mended in the report of the experts ... in the system of 

64 

control over the cessation of nuclear tests." 

The representative of the United Kingdom stated that 

the United Kingdom accepts the report of the high- 
altitude Working Group as a correct technical assess- 
ment of possible techniques for the detection and 
identification of high-altitude nuclear explosions 
in the light of scientific knowledge available at 
the time of the Working Group's session. 

Further, he stated that the United Kingdom was "prepared 

to take part in discussions regarding the embodiment in 

the treaty of provisions on high-altitude controls , in the 
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light of the recommendations contained in the report." 

On August 26ti» at the 127U) meeting, the United States 
representative stated that 

the United States accepts the report as a correct 
technical assessment of the capabilities and limi- 
tations of possible techniques for the detection and 
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identification of high-altitude nuclear explosions 
in the light of presently available scientific 
knowledge, /Fxirther, he sai^7 the United States is 
now considerTng the complex "problems of the timing 
and scope of the high-altitude detection system to 
be established on the basis of the aforesaid report, 
problems which are brought into focus in translating 
into specific treaty language the results of the 
broad technical survey of feasibilities and alterna- 
tives contained in the report.®" 

Although the report of the experts was accepted by 
the Conference no further action was taken during this 
period except that the United States said that it would be 
incorporated into Annex I on the Detection and Identifica- 
tion System which was proposed by the United States on 
December 16, 1958.^^ 



New Seismic Data Submitted by the United States 

The discussion of new seismic data was again rein- 
troduced into the meetings when on June 12, 1959, at the 
94tb meeting, the United States representative introduced 
the findings of the Berkner Panel. This panel of United 
States experts was established by President Eisenhower’s 
Special Assistant for Science and Technology under the 
chairmanship of Dr, Berkner. The panel was to study the 
possibility of improving the Geneva system within existing 
technology and through a program of seismological research. 
They would also investigate the possibility that under- 
ground tests might be successfully concealed. The report 
they submitted re-emphasized the need for additional 
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research programs in seismology. They concluded that this 
program could improve the detection and identification 
system to bring the system to the capability as was origi- 
nally estimated by the 1958 Conference of Experts. On the 
basis of this report, the United States representative 
proposed that the Conference establish a technical study 
group to review the identification and detection system in 
the light of the new data.^® 

Soviet reaction . The Soviet representative comment- 
ing on the new data said, ”we take an unfavourable view of 

the question of revising the experts recommendations on 

69 

underground nuclear explosions.” 

On June 17ti!, the Soviet representative formally 
replied to the United States proposal for the establishment 
of a technical study group to consider the new data. He 
said "the only purpose that can be served by the Western 
insistence on a technical study group to study new data 
was to drag out the negotiations.” Further he stated that 
the Soviet Union recognized that there will always be 
means of improving the system in the future and that is 
why they adopted the article providing that the mechanism 
of detection and identification of nuclear explosions 
shall be revised every two years. He concluded by saying 
that the Soviet Union wishes to reach an agreement, "and 
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that is why we are insisting on the conclusion of a treaty 
based on the data already agreed between our governments • " 



Soviet On~Site Inspection Quota Proposal 

On July S; , the Soviet representative introduced a 
draft article incorporating its views it had put forward 
on April 27, 1959. It read as follows: 

For the purpose of preventing possible violations 
by States of their obligations under this treaty, 
there shall, in addition to the network of control 
posts, be carried out on-site inspection of uniden- 
tified events suspected of being nuclear weapon 
explosions • 

1. In order to carry out on-site inspection of 
such unidentified events on the basis of criteria 
set forth in Article , there may be made in each 
year on the territory”"©? each of the original parties 
not more than inspections at any place where, 
according to readings of instruments at control posts, 
an unidentified event suspected of being a nuclear 
weapon explosion has occurred. 

2, Inspections under paragraph 1 of this article 
shall be carried out - 

(a) on territories under the jurisdiction or 
control of the United States or the United Kingdom, 
at the request of the Soviet Union; 

(b) on territories of the Soviet Union, at the 
request of the United States or the United Kingdom. 

Inspection groups within the specified quota shall 
be despatched by the Commission, without delay, and 
agreement between the original pewties to the treaty 
shall not be required. 71 

No further action was taken on this Soviet proposal 
during this period. 



Staffing Proposals 

Discussion of the problem of the Soviet veto over 
staffing continued, and the Soviet representative clarified 
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the Soviet position in reference to the veto, when on June 

16ti> he said, "it would depend to a considerable degree on 

the kind of agreement we reach on the staffing of control 
72 

posts." 

United States introduces new proposal . At the June 

22nd meeting, the United States representative stated that 

the United otates was prepared to consider any proposal 

the Soviet Union might make for the inclusion of a strictly 

limited number of host coxmtry personnel in the staffs of 

control posts, "perhaps one operator for each of the four 

73 

principal methods would be reasonable." 

The Soviet representative rejected this proposal 

because it would still make the majority of the technical 

staff on a control posts foreigners. He added that, in ein 

effort to reach agreement on this question, the Soviet 

Union was prepared to increase the number of foreign 

specialists in its proposal, to six or seven at each ccn- 
74 

trol post. 

United Kingdom submits new Western proposal . On 
July 20tb at the 113tii meeting, the representative from the 
United Kingdom introduced a new Western proposal on staff- 
ing of control posts. He said, "the Western delegations 
are prepared to settle the question of technical staffing 
at control posts in the territories of the original parties 
on the basis of an equal division among the three elements 
involved." By this proposal he said, one-third of the 
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personnel would be from the Soviet Union, one- third from 

the United States and the United Kingdom, and one-third 

from countries other than the original parties. Further, 

he said, the head of the control post would be from one of 

75 

the original parties except the host country. 

The United States representative added, in replying 

to a Soviet question about the third-third, that the only 

restriction on the third-third would be that they could 

76 

not come from one of the three original parties. 

Soviet Union submits new staffing proposal . On 
July 24^) the Soviet representative said that the Soviet 
Union v;as prepared to increase the number of foreign 
specialists at control posts to ten to agree with the 
number recommended in the Western proposal for the "other 
side." He added that the Soviet Union could not accept 
the use of non-original states for one-third representa- 
tion on control posts. He said that the non-nuclear 
States, "are not demanding at all to be included as staff 
members of control posts situated on the territory of the 
three nuclear powers." However, he did agree that two or 

three neutrals could be included in the ten foreign 

77 

specialists proposed by the Soviet Union. 

Although these counter -proposals did narrow the 
differences, it did not bring about agreement on this 
question during this period. 
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Preparatory Connnission 

On July 27tb at the llStt meeting, the United States 
representative introduced a draft Annex III for the treaty 
on the functions of the Preparatory Commission* The pro- 
posal stated that the preparatory commission will consist 
of one representative from each of the original parties to 
the treaty and will come into existence the day after the 
treaty has been signed by the original parties. The com- 
mission will function until the control commission has been 
established in accordance with the treaty. Further, once 
certificates of ratification have been deposited by the 
three original parties, the preparatory commission should 
be enlarged by adding four other States to be chosen by 
the original par.’ s from the States that have ratified the 
treaty. Once the preparatory commission has been enlarged 
after ratification, the commission should take on the 
powers of the control commission as specified in the treaty. 
An executive secretary for the preparatory commission will 
be appointed by the three original parties and would act 
in a similar capacity as the administrator once the treaty 
has been ratified and the preparatory commission v as en- 
larged. The preparatory commission would end when tj:? 

Conference of Parties met and elected the four non- 

78 

permanent members of the Commission. 

Although there was a great deal of di-cussion about 
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the draft Annex III, no decision was taken on it dxiring 
this period. 

Status of the Soviet Veto List 

On July 6tl> at the 107U» meeting, the representative 

from the United Kingdom made a detailed analysis of the 

present status of the Soviet veto list which had been 

introduced as amendment to Article 5 of the treaty on 
79 

January SOtfc. He stated that item (a) on amendments had 

been dropped after adoption of the article on amendments. 

Item (b) on treaty violations had presumably been dropped 

after the Soviet representative’s statement on June 30tt when 

he said that he was ready to eliminate that item on the 

understanding that he correctly interpreted the Western 

position regarding the functions of the control orgainiza- 

tion. He said he interpreted this as 

the function of the control system and its organs 
is not to make accusations against States but to 
bring forward facts, or the scientific evaluation 
of facts, which might establish whether a clandes- 
tine nuclear explosion has taken place somewhere. 

Item (c) the representative from the United Kingdom con- 
tinued, which dealt with the Administrator and his staff, 
was still xuisettled, but it had been agreed that the Admin- 
istrator should be selected by agreement among the three 
original parties. Item (d) which dealt with on-site 
inspections was still unsettled; however, acceptance of 
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the Soviet quota proposal would settle this item. Item 
(e) which dealt with revision of control methods and tech- 
nical problems had apparently been settled with adoption 
of the amendment article. Item (f) which concerned sites 
of control posts and special aircraft routes was appar- 
ently in agreement that the host country should have a 
veto over sites and routes but that acceptable alternates 
should be offered. Item (g) was a general item which 
dealt with budgetary, financial, and administrative and 
economic matters, including matters dealing with recruit- 
ment and dismissal of auxiliary and support personnel was 
also apparently in agreement. The Western powers inter- 
preted the Soviet position as seeking a veto for the 
original parties in the commission as regards the budget 
as a whole, the scale of contributions, the acceptance of 
contributions in kind, and loans contracted by the organi- 
zation. Further, he said, they interpreted that the words 
"administrative and economic matters" referred to the same 
items. 

Soviet critique of status of the veto list . On 
July 17ti> at the 112tb meeting, the Soviet representative 
commented on the representative of the United Kingdom's 
analysis of the status of the Soviet veto list. He stated 
that "the position of the Soviet Union is that all basic 
questions concerning the work of the control organization 
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should be settled by agreement between the three nuclear 
Powers negotiating here at the present time: the Soviet 

Union, the United States and the United Kingdom. This 
agreement must either be manifested in the control com- 
mission during the operational work of the control organi- 
zation, or written explicitly into the treaty which we are 
drafting here." He continued that the analysis was cor- 
rect in relation to items (a), (b), (d), (e), and (f). As 
to the two remaining items (c) and (g), he reaffirmed the 
Soviet position on these items. Under item (c), he agreed 
with the West that the Administrator should be appointed 
by the unanimous consent of the three original parties. 

As to the selection of the staff of all components of the 
control orgauiization, the Soviet Union was willing to drop 
its veto if the staff of the organization was distributed 
according to quotas or to some kind of proportional per- 
centage. In relation to item (g) which concerned budgetary, 
financial, administrative and economic matters, he declared, 
that the Soviet Union is ready to eliminate from this item 
matters relating to the recruitment and dismissal of the 
supporting and auxiliary personnel if the treaty lays 
down that they shall be nationals of the country on whose 
territory a control post is located or an inspection group 
will operate. In regards to matters of financial respon- 
sibility, the principal weight of which will be borne by 
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the original parties to the treaty, he said, they must be 

settled by agreement between the three original parties to 
83 

the treaty. 

Summary 

This period did see a narrowing of the issues sepa- 
rating the negotiators, but it also brought these issues 
into sharper focus. It also emphasized the major obstacles 
to reaching an agreement. 

On August 11, 1959, at the 122nd meeting, the Con- 
ference adopted an amendment to draft Article 3, which 
dealt with the Control Organization, providing for the 

location of the headquarters of the control organization 

84 

to be located at Vienna, Austria. 

On August 26tt after the 127tt meeting, the Conference 
recessed to enable the delegations to take part in the 
forthcoming Fourteenth General Assembly meeting of the 
United Nations , and it was agreed to resume negotiations 
on October 12, 1959. 

VI. THE FIFTH PERIOD OCTOBER 27, 1959 - 
DECEMBER 19, 1959 

Introduction 

On October 27, 1959, the Conference reconvened 
following a recess from August 26U>. Twenty-three formal 
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meetings were held during this period until the Conference 
recessed for the holidays on December 19tt, The major 
topics discussed were: the establishment of and report of 

the Technical Working Group II; functions of the commis- 
sion and the administrator; the Soviet package proposal; 
and the adoption of the draft annex on the preparatory 
commission. 

Technical Working Group II 

At the 128tli meeting on October 27, the United 
States representative placed the failure of the Conference 
to reach agreement on the issue of effective control. He 
stated , 

in particular we want to know how we can gain as- 
surance as to the reliability of methods for the 
detection and identification of disturbances below 
the eaurth's surface so as to determine which are 
natural seismic events and which may be nuclear 
explosions. 

He continued, "no party to the treaty can be allowed to 
have a veto over the operation of the machinery, because 
this would vitiate the chances of effective control," The 
United States representative then set forth what the 
United States believes are at least three requirements for 
effective control: 

1. The system of control must be capable of 
detecting nuclear explosions prohibited by the 
treaty. 

2. All events which cannot be identified as 
natural by the system must be eligible for 
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inspection even though all unidentified events 
will not in fact be inspected. 

3. The number of inspections must be related 
to the number of unidentified events. The inspec- 
tion bridge, must vary in length with the gap 
between events detected and events identified. 

He concluded his remarks by putting forward another 
appeal to the Soviet Union to agree to full exploration of 
all the available technical information and studies, and 

of their implications for the effectiveness of the control 

. 85 

system. 

Soviet reaction . The initial Soviet reaction was a 
renewed appea.. for acceptance of its quota system of in- 
spection based on a small previously agreed number. 

On October 29tt, the Soviet representative stated in 
reference to effective control "that you can never reach 
the absolute point where each and every explosion under 
any conditions can be detected." He went on to say that 
"this means that there has to be some kind of political 
agreement here on the cessation of tests." Further, he 
said, that the proper place to review new data was by the 
preparatory commission and the control organization which 
would be established after the treaty v/as signed. 

However, after extended discussion, the Soviet 
Union finally did agree to convene a technical working 
group at the 137tb meeting on November 29, 1959. The term 
of reference agreed upon for the technical working group 
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The Technical Working Group of experts shall 
consider the question of the use of objective in- 
strximent readings in connection with the selection 
of an event which cannot be identified by the in- 
ternational control organ and which could be suspected 
of being a nuclear explosion, in order to determine 
a basis for initiating on-site inspections. As part 
of their work, the experts, proceeding from the dis- 
cussions and the conclusions of the Geneva Conference 
of Experts, shall consider all data and studies 
relevant to the detection and identification of 
seismic events and shall consider possible improve- 
ments of the techniques and instrumentation. 

The Group will meet in Geneva on 25 November and 
report to the conference by 11 December 1959.87 

Report of the Technical Working Group II . On 
December 19, 1959, at the 150ti> meeting, the Group submitted 
its report to the Conference. Their report stated that 
there was "disagreement regarding the interpretation of 
the new data from the Hardtack experiments and regarding 
the question of de-coupling." Agreement was reached on 
possible improvements of technique and instrumentation. 
There was also disagreement concerning the objective in- 
strument readings in connection with the selection of an 
event v/hich cannot be identified by the international con- 
trol organ and which could be suspected of being nuclear 

explosion, in order to determine a basis for initiating 

88 

on-site inspections. 

The Soviet representative of the Technical Working 
Group II read a long statement to explain the Soviet posi- 
tion in the disagreement over the new data from the 
Hardtack experiments and the question of decoupling which 
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were submitted by the United States. He downgraded the 
reliability of the data and concluded that after extensive 
analysis of the data and supporting evidence, that it did 
not change the conclusions reached by the 1958 Geneva 
Conference of Experts and had, in fact, supported them. 
Fiirther, he declared, it showed that there were less un- 
identified events than the Conference of Experts had 
estimated. He concluded that because of this disagreement 
over the new data submitted by the United States, the Group 
was unable to reach agreement over the criteria to be used 

for the selection of an unidentified event for on-site 
89 

inspection. 

The United States representative rebutted the state- 
ment of the Soviet representative and defended the United 
States argument that the use of the first motion for 
identification of aji underground nuclear explosion was not 
as reliable as the Conference of Experts of 1958 had con- 
cluded and the Soviet experts still contended was true and 
supported by the United States data. He further defended 
the United States conclusion that there would be about 

15.000 earthquakes of 1 kiloton or more per year and about 

2.000 of about 20 kilotons. On the matter of criteria he 
said, "that the Soviet proposal would have classified such 
events as the recent United States underground nuclear 
test explosions, which ranged up to 19 kilotons in yield. 



ri(4 soo^ttss^iL* ci» 



.ft-s**:**. Alii ^ **»f 4ii»6i.i% »isTv 

9^%%^ ,' ‘ .Aati b.LViOnO’j OJtA *4A«^ 

i ju»i2 kiiK •till AlaYlsnA 

»vM.-r^ iltYJ »t<4 )<t r ■aUOL%ci^'^o^ 4oe 

&*4a4Xc4li-' aA. .^>dN<! .Vtt# »!t2»i4«eA %t soMiWi'io^ 

-ifti tW%l t>xtv^ •in*? i^i## £«o»rJa a.‘ t B d » i^la»'^ •! 

tiA*f tc oAf^^ twilit n»t>i: 

4il »**!> »-ay *.#X1> *Xnf *>> afwowc ?t.r*» flryLyxSDJWto »H A« 

^*.*v-J* OUtl b*3ljKJ •^W Y»t ^•ti-.^.^-^Jfc .'it Sr/l4 "3AVO 

.••^21* .o. oi £.j«5»:“- »rt lenro j.. • •mto ••i'-.»<»a a-t ^,k»acu »<»»< 

K .-;;^~.^40 ’U-'i. .' ll alto jjrf «ti i.'= koa, sai:i *lo^ 

',itoli;:«iCjenJ 

w JO * A4ftv> j u i»'. £>e:ja.nU vfT 

e^ltO i»iK# 4»i'*ol Jil:t 4o inM 

J.TI rail4o« MTJT £M «4k iHJ’iAitd 

.>, ci.^ i«rA-.rr»MJ9W ft* i- 

^4109 .Jdil it R < r -< ww ^ 9Z«OiJa 'nOL. «l1t fcA •I'lAtial CA 

iji^ rt/a# c*A' (jofcrtk* ' xi 4.4*1 A.* .A»v»»i,j a-!.£ to# ts®£>ulo 

-*>«**>■»•* «»Aoi4 -»j4ri4 wW \'4i f^aoqq»<% 

Ou t^^*f O ^£*'C- f!£^v*UiX*.4 .'•! **A 4 — 

■w. £*»!j. •'■oAi U« I ^ «^*y^BpoA-jfc# 00e«rj 

» ?c 'lOiiii' tti+j .C .-3*t->3'«4 t:i .i 2 *l 2 00Q.5 

< ••i !» *5Vo« oilMmi L&n; <■ kj '-• *"•' 

xj C.>*/n JUik/e ikiditdik. *-t jxrt*; «rr? AA Aimr*-# 

• ut»i I Oi. ar'^i^oli.s: Ci >i -j/t fi*^-***^ r3»,lxt» ,9f»iltaoU^ Aa»5 



76 



as natural ecirthquakes. " He concluded his statement by 
saying that 

the problem of formulation of criteria is a strictly 
technical problem. If technical knowledge permits 
one to identify a large fraction of seismic events 
as earthquakes, then it is clearly an adveuitage to 
the control system. If technical knowledge does not 
permit this, then seismic events must remain eligible 
for inspection. Determination of the means of se- 
lecting events to be inspected must be Igft for 
further consideration of the Conference.^® 

Thus the long-awaited technical study of the control 
problem which was so actively pushed by the West ended 
without agreement and instead of solving the problem on 
technical grounds, it put it back in the hands of the 
Conference to try to reach a political settlement. 



Functions of the Control Commission and the Administrator . 
The discussion also revolved around draft articles VI, on 
the functions of the control commission, and IX on the 
functions of the Administrator and his staff. These arti- 
cles had been proposed by the United States on December 15, 
1959, and revised on July 1, 1959.^^ 

On December 1, 1959, the Soviet representative sub- 
mitted an amended proposal for draft article VI on the 
functions of the Commission. This proposal provided for, 
the appointment of two deputy administrators in addition 
to the administrator, one from each side, and they and 
the administrator would be appointed by the Commission by 
a majority vote including the affirmative votes of the 
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three original parties; decisions of the Commission on the 
location of elements of the System and on the determina- 
tion of specific routes of special aircraft flights for 
the collection of air samples shall be taken with the 
agreement of the government concerned; the commission in 
accordance with "Article " shall instruct the Adminis- 

trator as to the dispatch of inspection teams for the veri- 
fication of events suspected of being nuclear explosions; 
and the Commission shall establish procedures in accord- 
ance v/ith "Article " for the surveillance and observa- 

92 

tion of nuclear detonations for peaceful purposes. 

At the 142nd meeting on December 3, the Soviet 
representative introduced ein amended proposal for Article 
IX on the functions of the Administrator and his staff. 

The proposal set forth that; the Administrator shall be 
responsible to the Commission and is directly subordi- 
nated to it in all his acts; the Deputy Administrators 
appointed under Article VI would assist the Administrator 
in his day-to-day work and they shall be entitled to 
equally participate in questions for decision by the 
Administrator; the Administrator is authorized to develop 
research programs and make recommendations to the Com- 
mission for improvement of the system; and authorizes the 
Administrator, upon instruction and under procedures 
approved by the Commission, to take the necessary steps to 
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dispatch inspection teams and to carry out special air- 
craft flights in accordance with Annex I (the detection 

93 

and identification system). 

Western reaction . On December 4 Uj, the United States 
representative made a preliminary review of the Soviet 
proposals. He said his general reaction was that the pro- 
posals change quite drastically the initial V/estern pro- 
posals, In relation to the functions of the Administrator, 
he commented that 

it seeks to place the administrator in the rather 
menial position of a person closely akin to a servant 
of the control commission who could act solely to 
carry out a constant flow of directives which it 
seems would be issued by the commission on a day-to- 
day basis. 

He added that the United States feels that this adminis- 
trator "must be given a certain amount of latitude in 
carrying out his vital functions , and that is why we have 
given him separate terms of reference in Article IX, ” He 
continued , 

Vie do not deny, nor shall we, that the control com- 
mission will occupy the predominant place in the 
organization, but we do not feel that the supervisory 
functions exercised by the control commission require 
that the administrator be held in such close daily 
check. 

In regards to the need for the two deputies, he said, "he 

strongly questions the need to put the appointment of the 

two deputies into the treaty." On the question of special 

aircraft flights, he said that "we do not think that 
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matters of on-site inspections and special flights should 

be treated together." Further, the administrator should 

handle the dispatch of aircraft flights without separate 

and specific control commission action, through procedures 
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set up by the Control Commission, 

Soviet Union modifies proposal on function of the 
Commission . On December lOtb at the 146th meeting, the 
Soviet representative amended its proposal on the selec- 
tion of sites and aircraft flights which were to be taken 
with the agreement of the government concerned to read: 

The Commission shall decide on the location of 
elements of the System and on the determination of 
definite flight patterns for special air sampling 
flights. Before so deciding, the Commission shall 
agree upon the location of elements of the System 
or upon the flight pattern for the special flight 
with the government of the country concerned, which 
shall have an opportunity either to approve the 
proposal of the Commission for such location or 
flight pattern or to propose another location or 
flight pattern satisfying the scientific and tech- 
nical requirements. 

The United States representative commenting on this 
amendment of the functions of the control commission, 
repeated his previous request that the question of special 
aircraft flights should be treated separately from the 
location of control posts. 

Agreement on certain paragraphs of articles VI and 
iX. On December lltt at the 147tb meeting, the Conference 
provisionally approved certain paragraphs of draft articles 
VI and IX on the functions of the Commission and the 
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Administrator. The paragraphs approved were: 

Paragraph 1 of Article IX — Functions of the Admin- 
istrator and his Staff — which read: 

The administrator shall be the chief executive 
officer of the system and the head of the staff of 
the control organization. He shall be responsible 
to the commission and under its supervision shall 
carry out its policies and directives. He shall 
have executive responsibility for the installation 
and operation of the system under procedures and 
standards established by the commission. He shall 
provide to the commission such advice, reports and 
assistance as the commission may request. 

Paragraph 5 of Article IX, which read: 

The administrator shall develop and arrange for 
the execution of a programme of research and de- 
velopment . 

Paragraph 9 of Article VI — Functions of the Control 
Commission — v/hich read: 

The Commission shall establish procedures for the 
implementation of article on detonations for 

peaceful purposes. 96 



Soviet Package Proposal 

On December 14ti! at the 148tb meeting, the Soviet 
Union submitted a proposal to settle the four major ob- 
stacles to agreement. The Soviet representative stated 
these were: inspection, staffing of control posts, the 

composition of the commission, and voting procedures in 
the commission on budgetary and financial questions. He 
declared that the Soviet Union was prepared to make major 
concessions on other issues if the West would accept the 



oa 



^ z.AuX9hM 

io •.*0^1=!,'*— ‘t-- ^.idJA ^C I . 



trHS.<iT*fT^ »•- XU."}*-*-.! — *‘?'4 

»rt.1 io >uiUr i- -• tre "i* **’* * '0«y 

* .‘.■•'’•^ikA % 'MA AJajI'* •*' •3«.trftt-i^ ftt t rf' Xoli flOQ 

•^#«l3k ••«sX> if “^-OkfW t>i»m OCiM* 

*UW14 .ifGV,- t-ax t^U^On •‘♦' r*-^ 

As* «"> -»’ -i3^iix«L/»ne<i •/*»« 

r*^. - W»» 



l«rlf -sJt 



, l.-.A 



i ft 4i>^»wO ir-wt 'S i >-4 



!.•' • ,#^#cjt fOti* pai»AX»»oc3 aj t^i.'.n* 

^ ^ &••*'•• » ■• •■ •' ric » - » - r— '•• ' 1 9 >-»»iii i l4 ftA 

tUsat ✓.* j4aii-lA *»« ! r.'i4tnii€®i 

k >-' *»<yJ* u» . 1 u.r >-^ •• T 



~y^ tmrn till 



ZstiJ >1^ ‘* 'Mr'-**rv ♦Is'ii^i kf. i i 

StA4 t 

»a 9 3-r •»-rt'«f*-x. » .iW*« CviACi^ftoe^ 

*Cr • - .f j-ax iC SoXlftiite! •Ai<I*i 



smhwv* 3k>.J fcr»J -ff »<. 

3Cv“"» -««• i -^ '-»« — Cfclc^,Ci»; * c»iA> 

. U7Ji .••«A*^#* .'aXv*? •?'• ^ lllDftfl 

«*JL ,fiA««| ^'■‘ ‘ 

rt® vs .1 ♦-' *KK)*^S 

I-Jotu.*xi t*lU v.viA.'Itu 'j • olfe'.:rJT oo 

I4|.» e_* m» fr-tji. « -4J 

...: >«»• 3«*<<xc tu' Aiciiiio»»oo 



81 



Soviet proposal of 3-3-1 composition of the Commission. 
Specifically, he said that the Soviet Union would be pre- 
pared to accept the United States proposal for staffing by 
thirds, one-third of the specialists made up of the coun- 
try on whose territory the post was located, one- third of 
the specialists from the other side and one-third of the 
specialists from non-nuclear powers. As to the distribu- 
tion of the last third, he proposed that this be dis- 
tributed by one-third to countries allied to the Soviet 
Union, one-third to countries allied to the United States 
and the United Kingdom, and one-third to neutral States. 
Further, he said, the Soviet Union would agree to have 
decisions on an itemized budget made by a two-thirds 
majority of the Commission, providing that the treaty laid 

down the share of contributions to be borne by the three 
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original parties to the treaty. 

Western Comments on the proposal . The United King- 
dom representative asked the Soviet representative whether 
there was any change in the Soviet position on the na- 
tionality of the head of the control post. The Soviet 

representative replied that he must be a national of the 
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country v/ithin which the post is located. 

The United States representative only commented that 
the Soviet proposal of 3-3-1 composition of the control 
commission would make the two-thirds vote on the budget an 
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"academic question" because if one side disagrees with the 
budget, then that is an automatic veto, "since three from 
seven leave four." Further, he said, in reference to con- 
tributions that he interpreted this to mean it would be 

99 

written as a percentage rather than a flat sum. 

There was no further discussion on this proposal 
during this period. 

Drauft Annex on the Preparatory Commission 

On November 30tJ> at the 140U» meeting, the conference 
adopted the draft annex III submitted by the United States 
on July 27, 1959, without any mijor modifications . 

Annex III set forth the composition and functions of the 
preparatory commission. 

Summary 

During this period very little progress was made 
towards reaching agreement. The failure of the Technical 
Working Group II to reach agreement on criteria for 
selecting an event for on-site inspections impeded the 
progress of the Conference. Although there was agreement 
on certain paragraphs of the articles in relation to the 
functions of the Commission and the Administrator, there 
still remained many elements of disagreement in these 
articles. The adoption of Annex III on the preparatory 
commission did progress the Conference somewhat. However, 
with the adoption of articles and annexes on which there 
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was little or no disagreement) it narrowed the remaining 
issues dovm to fundCLnental principles on which there was 
not much agreement since the negotiations began* 

The Conference recessed on December 19 for the 
holidays to be reconvened on January 12, 1960. 

VII, THS SIXTH PERIOD JANUARY 12, 1960 - 
APRIL 14, 1960 



Introduction 

The sixth period conmienced in Geneva when the Con- 
ference reconvened on January 12, 1960* Forty-eight 
meetings ware held until the Con >'cncc again recessed for 
Easter on April 14, I960, Discussion during these meetings 
revolved around the technical system, the United States 
proposal for a phased treaty, inspection criteria, seismic 
research program, and special aircraft sampling flights* 

Dispute, over the Technical System 

At the opening meeting on January 12ti, the United 
States representative concentrated his remarks to discus- 
sion of the technical system* He said that the Coxiference 
had been confronted with two different catagories of 
issues: one technical and the other political* He con- 

tinued that for the past year the Conference had concen- 
trated its attention on the political issues and a great 
amount of progress had been made* He added that in the 
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iirea of the technical system there has developed a real 
impasse* Further, he saiid that United States scientists 
could no longer accept the conclusion of the 1958 Con- 
ference of E perts to the effect ’’that 90 percent of all 
seismic events above an equivalent yield of 5 kilotons 
could be identified by the technique of using the sign of 
the first motion*” The United States scientists he said, 
concluded ’’that the nximber of seisraic events of various 
equivalent yield ranges with which the control system will 
have to deal on a \</orldwide basis is 50 to 100 percent 
larger than appeare to be the case at the 1958 Geneva 
Conference of Experts*" He added, r- /ever, 

that the number of events is not in itself crucial 
for oxur work* Our problem is to find some means 
of sifting through the maze of seismic events to 
identify as many as possible as earthquakes, so 
that only a residue will remain unidentified and 
hence subject to suspicion as possible nuclear ex- 
plosions. 

He continued that the device for achieving some measure of 
Identification has been called either "objective instru- 
ment readings" or "cxiteria" and the failure of the Tech- 
nical Working Group II to reach agreement in this respect 
"threatens to have the most discouraging consequences for 
the completion of our work here*" He concluded by saying 

a Treaty which purports to control a prohibition 
on all underground nuclear weapon tests must rest 
on a basis of agreement regarding criteria or ob- 
jective instrument readings* It must establish 
agreed and effective procedures for determining 
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when on-site inspections should be initiated and 
how they should be carried out*^®^ 

Soviet Proposal on the Technical Problem # On 

January 13 at the 152nd meeting y the Soviet representative 

put forth a proposal as a means out of the technical system 

impasse. He proposed that the control commission y which 

is the raziin supervising organ of the control organization y 

will have the opportunity of organizing further research 

aimed at increasing the effectiveness of the methods of 

identification and of the sensitivity of the instruments 

and equipment. He continued that 

the Control Commission could also be entrusted with 
the ftirther study of controversial scientific tech- 
nological questions on which agreement has not yet 
been reached between our experts and on which the 
views of the United States and Soviet experts differ. 

As far as relating inspections to unidentified events y the 
Soviet representative stated ’’that there should be inspec- 
tions y that they should be carried outy" but the question 
must be solved politically because a technical approach 
would lead us to a deadlock. He fturther commented that 

the difficulties over criteria are artificially 
created owing to the differences of approach in 
this matter. If we reach an agreement on a quota 
of inspections then, of course y no special difficul- 
ties will arise in our negotiations on the question 
of criteria. We shall quickly be able to find the 
approachy or define the criteria, which will hove 
to be used in order that each of the sides may carry 
out the agreed inspection quotas. 102 



United States Proposal for a Phased Treaty 

On February 11, I960, at the 170^ meeting, the 
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United States representative introduced e new phased 
treaty proposal. He proposed a phased agreement on the 
cessation of nuclear tests: 

the first phase of the agreement should provide 
for the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests in 
the earths atmosphere, in the oceans, and in outer 
space up to the greatest height with respect to 
which agreement can be reached on the installation 
of effective control* 

This phase would also Include provision for the cessation 
of underground nuclear tests down to the *^lowest limit of 
size, or threshold,** for which adequate control is now 
feasible* This *'threshold** would be defined in terms of 
the magnitude of seismic events detected by the control 
system* He said, 

there would be a direct relaticxiship between the 
number of on-site inspections of detected but 
unidentified seismic events of magnitudes greater 
than the threshold magnitude and the number of 
such events which occur* 

Therefore, he continued, 

within the limits of the technical capability of the 
agreed control system, the selection of the threshold 
will depend upon the level of inspection acceptable 
to the three original parties* 

He further stated that the treaty would provide for the 

evolutionar-y and progressive lowering of the threshold 

magnitude as the detection and identification capabilities 

of the system were improved through the utilisation of 

improved techniques, instrumentation, and criteria* 
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Further, he proposed that a program of joint research be 
Instituted as rapidly as can be agreed upon. As for cri- 
teria, he proposed that the criteria proposed by the 
experts of the United States at the Technical Working 
Group II be used as an initial criteria. He continued 
that, if this waa not agreeable, than ’’the agreed level of 
inspection be expressed simply as a percentage of all 
seismic events above the agreed threshold magnitude which 
are located by the system.” He added that the question of 
whether the level of inspection should be expressed as a 
percentage or expressed as a fixed numerical quota ”is of 
secondary importance.” The primary consideration, he said, 
is that the level of inspection must bear a relationship 
to the scientific facts. Specifically, the United States 
representative proposed the adoption of a threshold of 
magnitude 4.75. Thus, he continued, 

depending on whether we are able to reach agreement 
on criteria, either all seismic events of magnitude 
greater than 4.75 located by the system would be 
eligible for inspection or, alternatively, only 
those events ahove such magnitude left unidentified 
after the application of the United States criteria 
would be eligible for inspection. In the former 
case, we would propose that 20 percent of all events 
located by the system would be subject to inspection; 
in the latter case we would propose that 30 percent 
of unidentified events be inspected. On the basis 
of the best estimates provided by United States 
scientists, and assuming the existence of control 
posts initially only on the territories of the 
three original parties, it would appetur that either 
formula applied to events of magnitude 4.75 or greater 
would result in about twenty inspections in the 
Soviet Union in the average year.iO^ 
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Later in the discussions in answer to a Soviet 

question in regards to tests below the threshold, he 

stated ”that tests in the underground environment lower 

than the seismic magnitude of 4,75 would be excluded from 

the first phase of the proposal and that there would be no 

104 

moratorium on these tests in the treaty." 

Soviet Reaction to the proposal . The initial Soviet 
reaction was that the proposal did not require the control 
system that was recc«mmended by the Conference of Experts 
in 1958 because the present national systems can detect 
explosions above 4.75 magnitude in all environments. He 
stated later that "if the United States proposal is adopted 
it will preserve and even legalize the possibility of con- 
tinuing the nuclear arras race, of improving vaurious types 
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of nuclear weapons by underground testing." 



Soviet Union Proposes Temporary Criteria 

As a means out of the impasse over technical cri- 
teria, the Soviet representative at the 172nd meeting on 
February 16tt introduced a proposal on "temporary criteria." 
The "temporary criteria" he proposed was: 

1. An event may be regarded as suspicious and 
subject to inspection only if it is located according 
to the data of several surroxanding control posts 
within an area up to approximately 200 square kilo- 
metres, in accordance with the reccxnmendations of the 
1958 experts* report. 

2. A located seismic event shall be ineligible 
for inspection if, and only if, it fulfills one or 
more of the following criteria t 
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(a) its depth of focus is established as 
below 60 kilometres; 

(b) its epicentral location is established 
to be in the deep ocean and the event is unaccoro~ 
panied by a hydroacoustic signal consistent with 
the seismic epicentre and origin time; 

(c) it is established within 48 hours to be 
a foreshock by the occurrence ^ic7 of a larger 
event within the accuracy of the termination of 
the two epicentre; 

<d) it is established to be an aftershock 
of a seismic event of at least magnitude 6 which 
has been clearly Identified as an earthquake by 
the criteria of sub-paragraphs (a) and (b) above* 

3* The basic data for all criteria will be 
obtained from the control posts, supplementary data 
not involved in determining the eligibility of a 
particular event for inspection may be derived 
from national stations* 

The Soviet representative continued that the Soviet 

Union would agree to the dispatch of inspection teams 

during the initial period of the operation of the control 

organization within c^uotas agreed upon on the basis of the 

above criteria* He added further, 

the scientists of the Soviet Union and the Western 
Powers would continue the Joint study of the ques- 
tion of criteria so as to eliminate any existing 
difference of opinion and work out and agree upon 
a complete set of scientifically based criteria 
which would replace the simplified temporary 
criteria* 



At the 173rd meeting, in answer to Western ques- 
tions in relation to the proposal, the Soviet representa- 
tive said, ”the Joint research program would be stipulated 
in the treaty and would begin as stipulated in the treaty*" 

He added that the progrzun should not need or use nuclear 
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explosions* 
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Western critique of Soviet criteria proposal * At 
the ISOto meeting, the United States representative pre- 
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sented his formal critique of the Soviet temporary criteria 
proposal. He stated that the United States considers the 
criteria generally acceptable technically, with qualifica- 
tions. The qualifications he put forth were: 

(1) It will be necessary to reach a satisfactory 
understanding that if progress in research does not 
lead to agreement on improved criteria by the end 
of the initial treaty phase the use of the criteria 
adopted by this Conference will continue, or some 
alternative arrangement will be made to ensure that 
the control organization will not be left without 
criteria. 

(2) 200 squaure kilometres is too small an area 
to use as the area of uncertainty in locating a 
seismic event with the control system. The U.S. 
position is that the area eligible for -nspection 
consists of that 500 square kilometres w.tich has 
the highest likelihood of containing the epicentre. 

When adequately precise regional technical improve- 
ments in the system have been developed the area 
eligible for inspection will be 200 square kilo- 
metres which has the highest likelihood of contain- 
ing the epicentre. 

(3) The larger event which follows the foreshock 
must itself be clearly identified as an earthquake.^0® 

The problem of criteria was not solved in this 
period, but the differences between the two positions was 
not too large and appeared to be negotiable. 



Soviet Phased Treaty and Moratorium 

Cn March 19, 1960, at the 188tl» meeting, the Soviet 
union submitted its own proposal on a phased treaty. The 
proposal stated that the Soviet Government was willing to 
reach agreement on the basis of the following: 
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To conclude a treaty on the cessation of all 
nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere) in the 
oceans and in outer space, and of all underground 
tests which produce seismic oscillations of mag- 
nitude 4*75 conventional xmits or above. 

In regard to unidentified underground events 
producing seismic oscillations below magnitude 
4.75 conventional units, which according to the 
United States contention do not lend themselves to 
control, the Soviet Government is prepared to agree 
to the United States proposal to institute a pro- 
gramme of joint research and experiments by the 
Soviet Union, the United States and the United 
Kingdom, on the understanding that all parties to 
the treaty assume at the same time the obligation 
not to carry out dtiring that period any nuclear 
weapon tests producing seismic oscillations of 
magnitude 4.75 conventional units or below. 

In answer to several questions put forth by the 
v;est«-rn representatives, the Soviet representative stated 
that the joint research program would begin after the 
treaty was signed, and that the agreement not to test 
below a threshold of 4.75 magnitude should be a part of 
the treaty. 

On March 21, he further added that the drafting of 
the joint research program would be done by the prepara- 
tory conanission and would last for four or five years. As 
to the moratorium, if no agreement was reached after fo\ir 
or five years on a criteria, he said, this would not re- 
lease the parties to the treaty of their obligations. He 
reaffirmed the Soviet position that the question of inspec- 
tion quotas must be solved as a political question and the 
Soviet contention that nucleeir explosions were not neces- 
sary for the research program. He also stated that 
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inspections within the limits of the agreed quota could be 
made for incidents below or above the threshold. 



West Conditionally Accepts Soviet Phased Treaty 
and Moratorium Proposal 

On March 31, 1960, the 'Western representatives in- 
troduced the joint declaration of President Eisenhower auid 

112 

Prime Minister Macmillan which was released on March 29. 

The United States representative, in commenting on 
the communique, stated that the essence of the "United 
States-United Kingdom communique is the decision that those 
Governments are agreeing to a common approach with the 
Soviet Union on the over-all framework of this treaty." 

He further pointed out 

that as soon as our treaty has been signed and ar- 
rangements have beon made for a coordinated research 
prograirwe designed progressively to improve the 
means of control for seismic events below a magni- 
tude of 4.75, the tv/o Western Governments will be 
prepared to put into effect a volmtary moratorium 
of agreed duration on nuclear v;eapon tests belov/ 
that threshold. This would be accomplished by a 
unilateral declaration which would be made by each 
of the three Powers. 

He continued that the coinraunlquo "invited the Soviet Govern- 
ment to join at once with their Governments in making ar- 
rangements for establishing and putting into operation 
such a coordinated research program.” The United States 
representative set forth tf> V/estern views in relation to 
several other points put forward in the Soviet phased 
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treaty proposal. First, that the Western Powers consid- 
ered four or five year moratorium as *’exc«ssive, *’ Second, 
the moratorium should not be included in the treaty. 

Third, that the West felt that nuclear detonations would 

113 

be necessary as part of the research program. 

On April 6ti at the 194tt meeting, the United States 
representative in replying to several questions asked by 
the Soviet representative made the following comments in 
reference to the United Kingdom-United States joint decla- 
ration of March 29, 

In answer to several questions about the research 
program, he said, 

our three governments will have to agree on whatever 
coordinated research progrzimme is adopted by us. 
Further, it is expected that scientists frcf^ the 
three powers would on a full reciprocity basis be 
able to observe and cooperate on any research pro- 
gram that have already been started. 

Thus the United States considered national research pro- 
grams which would be coordinated between the three powers. 

On questions relating to nuclear detonations for 
research purposes he said, 

the United States is convinced that a limited number 
of nuclear explosions is tin essential element of a 
vigorous seismic research programme. There is no 
question in our minds but that the best way to 
leaurn how to discriminate between nuclear explosions 
zmd earthquakes is to use nuclear explosions di- 
rectly in the research progreimrao. 

In answer to questions relating to the moratorium 

he bald, "the moratorium would come into effect when the 
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treaty is signed and agreement has been reached on a pro- 
gram coordinated research." Ke added that the mora- 
torium could come into effect before the treaty is signed 
if a program of coordinated research is agreed upon. The 
reason for the V/estern proposal that the moratorium not be 
included in the treaty was explained as a United States 
policy to embody in a treaty only those obligations in 
fields related to disarmament whose fulfillment can be 
adequately verified. In relation to the length of the 
moratorixim, he referred to a previous statement he made 
which said, "the exact terms of this moratorium will be 
developed as plans are worked out for a coordinated re— 
se2trch program and in the light of progress towards ein 
adequately szxf ©guarded threshold treaty." As to what would 
happen if no agreement is reached when the moratorium ends 
he said that it would end, "otherwise it would be a mis- 
nomer to call this a moratorium." 

United States proposes research study group . On 
April 12li at the 196tt meeting, the United States represen- 
tative announced that he had given the other delegations a 
'•aeraorandum requesting a meeting of experts to discuss a 
coordinated research program. 

Prior to the recess o.* April 14, the Soviet repre- 
sentative had tentatively approved the date of May 11 for 
f ;xpcrt3 meeting which had been proposed by the v/estern 
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Special Aircraft Sampling Flights 

During this period, there arose a series of dis- 
cussions over two aspects of special aircraft sampling 
flights. The first over observers on these flights; and 
the second, over routes for these flights. 

The Conference of Experts of 1958 had agreed in its 
recommendations that it might be necessary in certain 
cases to carry out special flights to locate clouds which 
might contain radioactive debris from a nuclear explosion. 
They added that the aircraft and crews should be provided 

by the host country and that, in most cases, the flights 

115 

would follow routes previously designated. 

Observers on Aircraft sampling flights . The dis- 
cussion stemmed from the Western view that there should be 
one or more observers on aircraft sampling flights. At 
the 155^ meeting on January 18, the Soviet representative 
repeated their argument that there should be one observer 
on these flights. On January 25ti at the 159U3 meeting, the 
Soviet Union si,ibraitted a proposal that there should be an 
observer from the control organization and one from the 
host country. On Februairy 4tb at the 166tt meeting, the 
Soviet representative proposed that the administrator ap- 
point from two to four staff members of the control system 
as observers on special flights and that such observers be 

specialists of the system and "appointed on a parity basis 

X 16 

from among the nationals of both sides concerned," 
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At the 185tt meeting on March 14tt, the representa- 
tive from the United Kingdom introduced a proposal that 
authorised the administrator to appoint two observers on 
special sampling flights but allowed the host country to 
designate a representative to accompany the observers on 
the flight. 

The Soviet representative replied to this proposal 
that the Soviet Union wanted the host country representa- 
tive to participate in the control operations on a parity 
basis. He added further that he considered the United 

Kingdom proposal a departure from the general principle of 
llfi 

staffing. The representative from the United Kingdom 

replied that aircraft sampling flights were a special case 

119 

and had to be treated differently. 

This is as far as this problem was solved during 
this period t and it was carried forward to the next period. 

V election of aircraft sampling routes . The ques- 
tion of routes for special aircraft sampling flights was 
brought into the discussion by a proposal by the represen- 
tative of the United Kingdom introduced on January 18tJi. 

He proposed that 

as soon as the requirement for a flight is known 
the administrator will propose a flight route to 
the party or parties concerned. Once the adminis- 
trator’s proposal is made there will be twenty-four 
hours for the administrator and the parties to agree 
on this route or an alternative one. Failing such 
agreement there will be another twenty-four hours 
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for the party or parties to satisfy the conunission 
with an alternative route. 120 

The Soviet representative objected to the proposal 

and referred to the recommendation of the 1958 Conference 

of Experts that ”it is sufficient that flights for the 

purpose specified should be made along routes laid down in 
121 

advance. ” 

On February 1st at the 163rd meeting, the Soviet 

representative outlined the Soviet views on aircraft 

sampling routes. He stated, 

the aircraft flights must be carried out in a certain 
way and in accordance with the circurasteinces and 
requirements, so that if a nuclear explosion in the 
atmosphere has really taken place, and if data ob- 
tained from other methods confirm this, if its loca- 
tion and yield have been determined, and if by 
mathematical or other means the route of the move- 
ment of a cloud has been worked out thrcxigh various 
calculations, taking into account the wind, altitude 
and so forth, then of course, the route which will 
be selected for the despatch of the aircraift will 
have to be such as will traverse that particular 
area, so that the aircraft can fly through the area 
and collect samples. ^22 

On April 13ik at the 197tb meeting, the United Kingdom 
introduced a new proposal to solve the mutual problem of 
routes of aircraft sampling flights and the controversy 
over observers. The proposal was a package deal whereby 
the Western powers would accept the Soviet proposal on 
permzment routes for sampling flights to be established in 
accordance with criteria to be established in Annex I on 
the System, if the Soviet Union would accept the Western 
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proposal for two observers on aircraft sampling flights 

123 

not nationals of the country concerned. 

The Soviet Union did not reply to this package pro- 
posal during this period, and the issue remained unsettled. 

Summary 

This period had been marked by extensive debate on 
the technical problems of the system and appeared to be 
headed for a definite impasse, Hov/evor, various proposals, 
the United States phased agreement, and the Soviet Union's 
phased agreement and moratorium, appeared to show the way 
out of the deadlock. With the 'Western conditional accept- 
cince of the phased agreement and a moratorium linked to a 
research program, chances for agreement improved, Fxirther, 
most of the other points separating the sides were aired 
and narrowed by proposals. 

The meetings were recessed on April 14 and scheduled 
to reconvene on April 25, 1960. 

VIII. THE SEVENTH PERIOD APRIL 25, 1960 - 
AUGUST 22, 1960 



Introduction 

The seventh period of the negotiations began in 
Geneva on April 25, 1960, and forty-eight formal meetings 
were held until the Conference recessed on August 22, The 
main topics discussed were: ti*w phased treaty and 
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moratium proposal; staffing and the ’'deputies” problem; 
the seismic research program; the Soviet quota inspection 
proposal; draft Annex I on the detection and idt,ntif ication 
system; draft Annex II on privileges and immunities; and 
discussion and adoption of an article for the treaty on 
definitions of terms and units. 

Continued Discussion of the Phased Treaty and Moratorium 
Proposai 

At the 202nd meeting on May 3rd, the Soviet repre- 
sentative introduced the Soviet Union’s official reply to 
the joint declaration of President Eisenhower and Prime 
Minister Macmillan of March 29, I960. This declaration 
proposed a phased treaty with a moratorium below a magni- 
tude of 4.75 for an agreed time in conjunction with a 
joint seismic research program. The Soviet representative 
first said that the length of the research program is 
closely linked to the duration of the moratorium. The 
Soviet Union, he said, has recommended a joint research 
program tiiat will last four to five years and feels that 
the duration of the moratorium should not be less than the 
period of the joint research program. He continued that 
the Soviet Union has no objections during the implementa- 
tion of the program of using a strictly limited number of 
joint underground nuclear explosions to verify the methods 
and instrumentation of underground tests below the threshold. 
Further, he said, the Soviet Union would accept the Western 
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proposal that the raoratorixin not be a part of the treaty 
but be carried out by unilateral declaration. He con- 
cluded by saying, 

the fate of the entire proposal hinged on the dura- 
tion of the moratoriun and that the expiration of 
the moratorium without agreement would not auto- 
matically release the parties of their obligations 
and the renewal of atomic weapon tests. 124 

The Seismic Research Program 

On May at the 206tli meeting, the Soviet repre- 
sentative reaffirmed the Soviet Union’s convictions in the 
recommendations and conclusions of the 1958 Conference of 
Experts. He then stated that the Soviet Union agreed to 
the iestern proposal for a limited number of nuclear ex- 
plosions as part of the research program because of the 
Western insistence of their importance. Therefore, he 
said that since the Soviet Union does believe in the va- 
lidity 02 th_ 1958 Conference of Experts, the research and 
the experiments of the joint research program should be 
carried out by the United States on its own territory. 
However, *e added, that because it would be a joint re- 
search program, Soviet specialists should be given the 
opportunity of taking part in the carrying out of nuclear 
explosions; and, further, the Soviet Union must have 

guarantees that the nuclear explosions shall not be used 

125 

for military purposes. 

United States submits pra’i^sal on safeguards . On 



June 2nd at the 208tii meeting, the United States 
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representative submitted a proposal on safeguards in con- 
nection v/ith peaceful detonations under the research pro- 
gram. He said that the proposal was put forth within the 
perimeters of certain limiting criteria that the United 
States must adhere to; namely, the desirability of con- 
ducting some nuclear detonations this year to not lose the 
forward momentum of our seismic research, the need to take 
account of existing domestic legislation which regulates 
all considerations involving special nuclear materials, 
and the desire to prevent the spread of nuclear weapon 
technology to countries not now possessing it. He then 
set forth the proposal on safeguards as: 

First, the party shall detonate only nuclear de- 
vices of proven design in its experiments. 

Second, the devices used in these experiments 
shall be taken from a special depository of previ- 
ously deposited devices established by the party 
within its territory, v/e consider that such prior 
deposit should take place within the shortest pos- 
sible time and thus propose, specifically, 15 August 
of this year as a time-limit. The devices, suitably 
packaged, shall be under the constant surveillance 
of representatives of the other parties or, if 
preferable, of an international group. The devices 
may not be altered, and devices, once withdrawn 
fr*n the depository, may not be redeposited. A 
device removed from the depository in order to be 
detonated shall remain under surveillance until 
detonated. 

Third, the representatives of the other parties 
or of the international group responsible for sur- 
veillance shall be permitted to observe all aspects 
of the detonation and its instrumentation except 
for the interior of the package. 

Fourth, no diagnostic instrumentation will be 
used in the near vicinity of the device except for 
specified yield measurements. Such yield measure- 
ments as are made under this provision will, of 
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course, be under the surveillance of the other 
parties or the international group, as the case may 
be, 2 ind all the information thus obtained will be 
availZLble to them.126 

Soviet Reply and counter~p.roposal « On June 15ts at 
the 214ti> meeting, the Soviet Union formally replied to the 
United States proposal on safeguards for research nuclear 
explosions. The Soviet representative first rejected the 
United States proposal and then submitted a Soviet pro- 
posal on adequate safeguards for research nuclear explo- 
sions. The Soviet proposal was: 

1. A full description and blueprints of the 
structure of the device to bo exploded must be made 
available beforehand to the other participants in 
the programme and these must be allowed to Inspect 
the internal and external structure of the device. 

2. The representatives of all participants in 
this programme must be present at the place of 
assembly and explosion of the device. 

3. The instruments and measurement apparatus 
shall be installed by all the participants in the 
programme. 

All data obtained as a result of the explo- 
sion Shull be made available to all the participants 
in the programme.^*' 

United States Introduces new proposal . On July 12tt 
the United States representative introduced a new proposal 
as a way out of the deadlock over safeguards for experi- 
mental nuclear explosions for seismic research. He 
proposed that: 

Each of the three powers at this table supply in 
approximately equal quantities a number of nuclezr 
devices of older and militarily out-dated design to 
be used in the research detonation programme. The 
devices thus assembled from th<^^ three countries 
would ... be placed in a pool j.or use by any of 
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the three countries in their research programraes. 

All the devices in the pool could be opened for 
non-Kiestructive exziraination of their separate com- 
ponents at the time of their deposit in the pool. 

This examination would be aimed at allowing all 
parties to view the internal design of the devices 
emd at ensuring that the devices were safe and suit- 
able for the purposes Intended. Following , examina- 
tion, the devices would be kept under Joint technical 
surveillance until detonated. Observation amd in- 
spection of the explosion site and emplacement of 
the instrximents by representatives of the three 
original parties would be much the same. 128 

Soviet reply to this new proposal . On August 2nd 
at the 237tb meeting, the Soviet Union made its formal 
reply to this new proposal by the United States. The 
Soviet representative stated that the Soviet Union had no 
objection to the establishment by the United States and 
the United Kingdom of a pool in which these countries 
desire to deposit nuclear devices for carrying out under- 
ground nuclear explosions for purposes of research. 
However, he continued, the Soviet Government cannot agree 
that the Soviet Union should be involved as a supplier of 
nuclear weapons to the United States for research which 
the Soviet Government believes to be unnecessary. Later 
in the discussion, the Soviet representative said that the 
safeguards proposed by the Soviet Union in its proposal 
would apply to any country that carried on experimental 
nuclear explosions under any research program. However, 
he added that the Soviet Union was not planning nor did 
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they consider any experiraental nuclear explosions as neces~ 

129 

sary now or in the future* 

This period ended without any meeting of the minds 
on the problem of safeguards for nuclear explosions for 
research purposes* However, there was a general agreement 
on the principle that safeguards should be established to 
ensure that no military advantage is derived from the ex- 
perimental nuclear explosions for seismic research* 



On-Site Inspection and the Quota Proposal 

United States introduces dreift article titled 



”0n-site Inspection of Seismic Events *'* On July 13tb, the 

United States representative introduced a draft article on 

on-site inspection of seismic events* In summarizing the 

draft article proposal, he said: 

Under paragraph 1 the administrator is to notify 
all parties to the treaty whenever he determines, 
in accordance with criteria to be stated in annex I, 
that a seismic event eligible for on-site inspection 
has occurred* In this paragraph we make special 
provision for the possibility that an area eligible 
for inspection may lie in the territory of more theui 
one party; the effect of oxir draft would be that 
events in such cases would be considered to have 
occurred in the territory of each party concerned 
so that, if an inspection of the event were to take 
place, such inspection would be counted separately 
against the quota number of each party within whose 
territory the inspection were carried on* This, of 
course, is regardless of the side of the boundary 
between the territories of those parties on which 
any evidence of osi incident might be found* 

Under paragraph 2 we provide for the immediate 
despatch of inspection groups by the administrator 
when events occur in the territory of any of the 
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original partias, if a request for an inspection 
is made within a fifteen-day limit by the original 
party or parties of the other nuclear side. 

Paragraph 3 deals with eligible events occurring 
in territories of non-original parties. Here we 
would permit any party to address a request for in- 
spection to the control commission. If the commis- 
sion should decide that an inspection ought to be 
carried out and if a quota number were still avail- 
able for use for an inspection on that territory in 
that year, then the commission would direct the 
administrator to instigate such an inspection. We 
have included a special provision to the effect 
that in this instance the party liable to inspection 
should abstain from voting when the decision of the 
consnission was being made. 

In Paragraphs 4 and 5 we cover the matter of 
determining the number of on-site inspections which 
may be carried out on the territory of each treaty 
party. As for the three original parties, this 
number would be stated in the treaty after wo had 
reached agreement. As for other parties, the number 
would be determined by the commission, after con- 
sultation with the party, by a two— thirds vote of 
the commission. We further provide that, in any 
case, this number could not be lower than two, and 
there is also a formula for arriving at a provisional 
number pending the commissions determination of the 
party's regular annual number. 

In paragraph 6 we made provision for review of 
all these numbers for all parties, and here we re- 
quire that this review take full account of the 
practical experience of the operations of the system 
and measures taken to maintain or improve its effec- 
tiveness. The numbers may be revised by the co'^nis— 
sion with the proviso that no number shall fall below 
two or be less than 30 percent of the average number 
of underground events of seismic magnitude 4.75 or 
above occxirring in a pairty's territory and remaining 
unidentified under the criteria which will be agreed 
and of course stated in annex I. 

In paragraph 7 we provide for the commencement 
date of the annual inspection periods during which 
the inspection number of each is to be used. 

In paragraph 8 special provision is made to cover 
the possibility that a party may expressly request 
inspections on its territory, or that with its agree- 
ment a number of inspections above its quota may be 
carried out. 

The final paragraph of this article states that 
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"the administrator shall make available to all 
Parties to the Treaty v/ithin tv/enty— four hours 
after receipt all reports submitted to him by 
on-site inspection groups, together with relevant 

data and analysis .^30 

The United States representative, in concluding his 

statement, said that the draft article was submitted by 

the United States in an attempt to put together in one 

article the elements that deal with on-site inspections 

that were included in the previous United States draft 

articles VI and IX on the functions of the Control Coimnis- 

sion and Administrator and his staff previously submitted 
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in a revised form on July 1, 1959, 

Soviet critique of United States proposal . On July 
26tb at the 234tt meeting, the Soviet representative gave 
his formal reply to the United States proposal on on-site 
ins^-\_ctions. In his initial remarks, he said that the 
Soviet position in relation to on-site inspection was 
based on three arguments. 

First, that a demand for an inspection is an 
official expression of suspicion that the St^^'‘ to 
which the inspection group is to be sent has carried 
out a secret underground nuclear explosion and has 
thus violated the treaty on the cessation of nuclear 
weapon tests. 

Second, that an on-site inspection affects the 
secxority interests of the State on whose territory 
this measure is carried out. 

Third, that inspection will be used not in order 
to apprehend violators, since we believe that there 
will not be any, but only in order to announce, after 
carrying out such an inspection, that suspicions that 
a nuclear explosion had been carried out were com- 
pletely unfounded and that the treaty was being 
observed. 



• Ai 



'f O' ■; 1 1 r ■>, .>■;= t ■ ? .aiI' 

I ' fi •.' ; ,- .• ¥ ' " ^ 

n 'r. ■ * ,•* i i * J- **;•-'• 

9i*a%v»9-^ . to ■ -'T7'» »'*f f i' ^ 1 ’ ■' •<li^ 

. ,v -M.. 

. 1 :. j"''o nJ e ^v.ifc*''!' • % --jt ! i 3. i.rinU «■ r 

* .-'Ift-Jit ••-:». ?%#■_ ' 4."» f • , .'• 

t>nr* itf •* ■“ ,*• •• -'5 > /■>•. •‘i •.•-. »>* cw^^iv 

4<vo^f -;h '* ••j.e-JTt Lo»t> s'^rj mU 

^V»ii. tsi*yfc t’SaioW »■ v^i at"l4 *•-• L*.L*» .T iAT.i 

’ i^noZ ,itf f ' -U ;^-»j.<j* «r,> •*«' *T t»li Ttf ft»£9l:t'M 

- \'f:a' .*■’■ » o<r aot 9 

'■ ,A '> «^-'» 4 ai 



j ■ 



. r e^7 ^ - ir >g 






'4 i v»>*. 



— • • i- ♦•sJ.*» • -*• ‘.a*' ifvj . Sii!i iA 4>0t 

_>j . • - .*5 ■ Alt'* •tW «''J \L^^, Atrt 

.ai ".jM til* ,1AXA*^*: 

*. - *4 »*—'♦« oJ t<cl jfi- .•! nr-is i«c*< WJvot 

i/\ M» rtt- ^*«ii4 

fta JBtA {0 * w«>«r~^ . SA^-i fVwVA^ 

-• r ri^ tjit* •. HP iwr'ri / 1. is,tuJ%\k 

I '!*.-> «a^ fa^ *1. * cJ • •/•f 

r-iiWA/^** :»«JaMa taiJKrti, J’ A Two 

>€ 0tLAs#ii9-. s*‘- .» •lA? -♦♦fejv 



ytlr (Tt- J l* 5*^ 390 A*:-' ‘-' 'i* •»«M , ,.,c; * 

H t *•4 a«Ti^i^ m- 44^?^ '*■ ^ f * • - ! I ♦ 1 •*» *•• 

-^W iio ^ i'aeo , t Tft» i f <**»/# . .*il r* 

• 4«it:^ 30 itS m%lL 0 C (*.<»? •• r^r^Alciv «i 

,<'?AJL(V«nfl» .%> ••Arac ri ,i*.-- .«ir* rVJ»4 ♦o'- iCiK 

.•-•If AiiH*:9J*r**f* -■J4 'wt- ^^V**^* 

mt’T- 0 % 0 M oaatt r^Aif 'Sa*!:*';* • 

iAia< •«« %iU 3ArtJ C4» Jfi&TUmtm 

aW<W 



107 



Because of these arguments, he said that the number 

of inspections v;hich the sides should be allowed for the 

purposes of mutual security should be small. The suggested 

United States figure of 20 inspections on the soil of the 

Soviet Union a year, he continued, was "completely unreal- 
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istic and unacceptable." 

Soviet Union introduces quota number proposal . 
Following his initial remarks about the Soviet views on 
inspection and the United States proposal, the Soviet rep- 
resentative introduced a proposal for a specified number 
of on-site inspections to be Included in the treaty. He 
proposed that the treaty contain a provision to the effect. 

That on the territory of the Soviet Union and 
likewise on the territories of the United States 
and the United Kingdom, and on territories under 
their jurisdiction up to three visits per year may 
be made by inspection groups to each of the above 
mentioned countries, to any place where, according 
to readings of instruments at control posts, uni- 
dentified events suspected of being nuclear weapon 
explosions have been observed. An inspection group 
within the specified limits shall be dispatched by 
the control commission for on-site investigation 
of an event suspected of being a nuclear explosion, 
at the request of any of the original parties to 
the treaty ... and the concurrence therewith of 
the other parties shall not be required. 

He added that the Soviet Union considered it 
"essential" to use its quota for on-site inspection of any 
event below or above the 4.75 threshold, and that this 
quota was subject to review in accordance with the same 
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provisions adopted for review of the system, two years 
after adoption of the tr-.aty and annually thereafter. 

In reference to the draft eurticles on on-site in- 
spections submitted by the Soviet Union and the United 
States, he declared that there was not too much difference; 

and if the United States approaches the problem realistic- 
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ally, the problem could be settled quickly. 

United States comments on the Soviet quota proposal . 
The initial United States comment was to reaffirm the 
United States views on on-site inspection as: first, to 
ascertain if there has been a violation; and second, to 
deter a potential violator. The United States representa- 
tive commenting further said that there is very little 
deterrent factor in the Soviet proposal of only three in- 
spections out of several thousand incidents. The quota 
number must be based or related, he said, to the number of 
unidentified events. 

At the 236tt meeting, the United States represe**- •- 
tive commented further on the Soviet quota proposal. He 
said the United States does not v/ant to inspect every 
unidentified seismic event. It is impracticable and un- 
necessary. All the United States desires, he continued, 
is that the number of inspections must be mathematically 
related to the nxiinber of unidentified seismic events. The 
purpose of having any control system, he added, is to 
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provide for reasonably effective assurance that all parties 
to the treaty are fulfilling their obligations. He then 
went on to say that the present state of technology did 
not allow the identification of all events as either man- 
made or natural; therefore, on-site inspections are neces- 
sary to confirm this fact and are not a suspicion of a 
State of having violated the treaty. 

In relation to the eurgument of the Soviet Union 
that the number of inspections must be kept small to pr - 
tect the security interests of the country being inspected, 
he stated that this was a familiar argument "but not the 
least completely convincing." He added that the inspec- 
tion area would be quite small, 200 to 500 kilometers, and 
the means to get the team to the area and its equipment to 
the area would be subject to the control of the host coun- 
try. Further, he continued, there had never been any 
objection to the number of observers that the host country 
could use at the site to protect its own interests. 

He then said that he was rejecting the quota pro- 
posed on technical grounds; however, "how the final quota 
is arrived at does not necessarily have to be based on 
technical grounds." Further, he added, the United States 
figure of 21 inspections was based on the estimate of 105 
unidentified events that their experts estimated for the 
Soviet Union annually and taking 20 per cent of this total 
as acceptable. 
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The Soviet draft article on on-site inspections was 
also inadequate, he continued, because, first, it fails to 
state how the peirties are to be informed about the occur- 
rence of events eligible for inspection; second, it fails 
to make any provision at all for on-site inspections on 
the territories of non-original parties; and third, it 

does not establish the basis upon which quotas are to be 

134 

reviewed or revised periodically. 

This period ended on August 22 without any further 
progress on solving this stumbling block. 

Inspection Criteria 

Another main aspect of the problem of inspection, 
criteria, v/as also given wide treatment during this period. 
The So lot Union had submitted a proposal for temporary 
criteria on February 16, 1960, and the United States had 
submitted amendments to this proposal on March 2, 1960.^^^ 

United Kingdom proposal . On May 12U» at the 205tJ» 
meeting, the United Kingdom representative submitted a 
proposed amendment to the temporary criteria in an attempt 
to break the deadlock. The remaining issue separating the 
sides from reaching agreement was the size of the inspec- 
tion eurea. The Soviet proposal stated 200 square kilo- 
meters and the United States amendment 500 square kilo- 
meters as the maximum area for inspection. The proposal 
put forth by the United Kingdom representative proposed 
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that 200 square kilometers be the standard area of Inspec- 
tion in cases where adequate travel-time curves exist and 
where data from a sufficient number of control posts sur- 
rounding the epicenter have been obtained. In cases where 
one or the other of the two conditions is not fulfilled, 

then the larger area of 500 square kilometers v/ould be 

136 

open for inspection. 

Soviet comments . The Soviet representative at the 
217tb meeting on Jvine 22 commented on the United Kingdom 
amendment proposal said tliat the conclusions of the Con- 
ference of Experts in 1958 had put forth the area of 
localization of 100-200 kilometers and subsequent tech- 
nical discussion had not disproved this conclusion. 
Therefore, he continued, the Soviet Union believes that 
the conclusion of the experts should be used because the 
three powers had agreed on the conclusions of that con- 
ference. He clarified the Soviet position when he said 
that 

200 square kilometres is a localization in those 
cases where an event takes place in the centre or 
is surrounded on all sides by control posts. But 
if the control posts are situated to one side of 
the event, in such cases we provide for the pos- 
sibility of a more extended area in which inspec- 
tion will be carried out. 137 

New United States proposal . On July 13U», the 
United States representative introduced a proposal on 
temporary simplified criteria for on-site inspections. 
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This proposal incorporated the original Soviet proposal, 
the suggested United States aiaendraents, and the United 
Kingdom suggested amendment* This article, he said, was 
to be incorporated into annex I on the detection and iden- 
tification system* On the issue of localization of events 
for inspection, the one issue not agreed upon, it stated: 

In cases where adequately precise regional travel 
time curves are available, and where consistent 
arrival times are available from control posts sur- 
rounding the epicentre, that is, from control posts 
at least one of which lies in every possible 90 
degree sector around the epicentre, the area eli- 
gible for inspection will be 200 square kilometres* 

In cases here adequately precise regional travel 
time curves are not available, or where data from 
control posts lying in every possible 90-degree 
sector around the epicentre are not available, em 
area of 500 square kilometers shall be eligible for 
inspection* The area eligible for inspection shall 
be chosen so as to have the highest likelihood of 
containing the epicenter. 138 

No further action was taken on this issue during 
this period. 



Draft Annex I - Detection atnd Identification System 

Another important aspect of the treaty that was 
given extensive discussion during this period v;as draft 
annex I on the Detection and Identification System* On 
July 20iJf at the 231st meeting, the United States represen 
tatlve introduced a new and revised version of annex I 
which incorporated all the modifications in the system 
recommended by the United States since it was originally 
introduced on December 18, 1958. The draft nnex was 
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divided into five main parts; part I was a general de- 
scription of the system, part II dealt specifically with 
the individual components of the system, part III dealt 
with data reporting and evaluation, part IV concerned it- 
self with support facilities including communication 
system, and part V dealt with the phasing of headquarters 
and regional offices. It was in regards to part V that 
the majority of the discussion was concerned, 

Soviet viev/s . On August llts the Soviet representa- 
tive put forth the Soviet views in regards to Part V of the 
annex on the phasing of the installation of the detection 
and identification system. He first commented that he 
believed that the proposal was departing from the principle 
of equality because it only installed control posts in the 
Southern Hemisphere in the second and third phase. This 
he felt would be to the advantage of tl ■ • -st because they 
do most of their testing in the Southern Hemisphere. 

The second comment he made was in reference to the 
number of control posts to be established in the countries 
of the original parties. The figure for the United States 
of eleven he felt was too low, and the figure of twenty- 
one for the Soviet Union was much too high. He then recom- 
mended two control posts in European Russia because it is 
largely an aseismic 2u:ea, In relation to the j:.astern part 
of Russia, he stated that it was necessary to consider the 
total number of control posts needed for all ■ sia, 
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thirty-seven. Eastern Russia, he said, contains about 40 
per cent of the area of continental Asia, but only a small 
percentage of the total seismic area is contained in the 
Soviet Union} whereas, almost the entire rest of Asia is 
seismic. Therefore, he recommended that no more than 
thirteen control posts should be installed on the Asian 
territory of the Soviet Union, This would make the total 
acceptable control posts in the Soviet Union fifteen. 

He then went on to comment on the installation 
sch jdule for aircraft sampling flights over international 
waters and the installation of shipboard stations. The 
Soviet Union, he said, considered that because they did 
not present any great difficulty in inaugurating, they 
should be put into effect during the first phase. He also 
stated that the formation of inspection teams would be 
pointless until the control posts have ’ een installed and 
were operational because inspection can only be justified 
on technical data from these control posts. 

In concluding, he submitted a Soviet draft proposal 
on the installation schedule of the system incorporating 
the Soviet views on the weakness of the proposed United 
States draft. 

This is where the discussion stood when this period 
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The Deputies Problem and Staffing 

Deputies controversy * The Soviet Union had intro- 
duced the problem of the deputies v/ith its proposed amend- 
ments to draft articles VI and IX on the functions of the 
control commission and the administrator and staff. The 

amendment recommended appointment of two deputies by the 

140 

control commission, one to represent each side. 

New Soviet proposal . On June 21st at the 216tb 
meeting, the Soviet representative submitted a new pro- 
posaj on "deputies” as a means out of the deadlock on the 
issue. He first commented that there were two outstanding 
problems on the question of the administrator and his 
"deputies." First, "the problem of filling the adminis- 
trator’s post when vacant" and second, "the problem of the 
administrator's deputies," As to the first problem, he 
felt that it was not serious because si 'cae could always 
be found that was acceptable to both sides. For solving 
the second problem, he introduced a proposal that three 
deputies be appointed; one from each side, and one upon 
agreement between the two sides. Further, he continued, 
this third deputy selected by agreement of both sides 
would act in the capacity of the administrator whi>n he was 
unable to fulfill his duties or v/hen the post became 
vacant but only for the remainder of his predecessor’s 
term.^^^ 
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United Kingdom introduces new v/estern proposal . On 
July 6U>, the representative of the United Kingdom intro- 
duced a draft amendment to the article on the functions of 
the administrator and staff. The amendment proposed that: 

The commission shall appoint the Administrator 
and the First Deputy Administrator; these appointments 
shall require the concurring votes of the original 
Parties on the Conmiission. In addition^ the adminis- 
trator shall appoint four other Deputy Administra- 
tors; two of these Deputy Administrators shall be 
appointed with the approval of the Governments of 
the USSR, and two shall be appointed with the ap- 
proval of the Governments of the United Kingdom and 
the United States of America. 

The teiriB of office of the Administrator shall be 
a perioa of three years. The initial terra of office 
of the First Deputy Administrator shall be a period 
of two years; all subsequent terms of office of the 
First Deputy Administrator shall be a period of 
three years. The terra of office of the other Deputy 
Administrators shall be a period of three ye<u:s. 

Each shall be eligible for reappointment. The First 
Deputy Administrator shall act in place of the Ad- 
ministrator in case of absence or vacancy. An Admin- 
istrator appointed to fill a vacancy which has oc- 
curred before the expiration of tht tt-...' provided by 
this Article shall hold office only tor the remalndei 
of his predecessor's terra, but shall be eligible for 
reappointment . 

Soviet comments . The Soviet representative gave 
his official reply to this new Western proposal on ’’depu- 
ties" at the <i30tb meeting on July 15. He said that they 
agreed to the amendment in principle, but they could not 
agree to the system of appointment because it was unsound 
and unfair. By the Western proposal, he said, ’’the first 
deputy would be independent of the administrator as fax as 
procedures of his appointment was concerned, whilst the 
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Other four deputies would be placed in an inferior posi- 
tion," Ho stated the Soviet position as that all of the 
deputies should be equal in status. Based on these com- 
ments, he recommended that they should all be appointed 
using the same procedxires emd that they be recommended or 
approved by the Governments of the side concerned. He 

then introduced a draft proposal incorporating the above 

143 

viewpoints of the Soviet Union, 

Western comments on the Soviet counter-proposal . 

The United States representative commenting on the new 
Soviet proposal on August 5, stated that the ”only out- 
st 2 inding difference between the sides on this question 
remained the met! ^d of appointment of the four functional 
deputies," He continued that the United States could not 
accept the Soviet viev/point on the selection of the depu- 
ties by the Control Commission. The arguments he gave 
were that to do so would be contrary to good administra- 
tive practice and it would not take into considoration the 
interests of the Administrator in selecting his staff 
functional heads within the guidelines established by the 
Conwnission, Further, he stated that it was not too clear 
what voting procedures the Commission would use on this 
question and there were doxibts that there might arise the 

possibility of the Commission disapproving the nominations 
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of a government. 
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This is as far as this problem was solved during 
this period, but there had been decided progress and the 
differences appeared to be negotiable* 

Staff problems . The other area of disagreement still 
remaining was the staffing problem. The principle of 
"thirds" had been generally agreed upon, but it was in the 
dispensing of the last third that caused the disagreement. 

New United States proposal . On May at the 203rd 
meeting, the United States representative introducec a new 
staffing proposal that incorporated the provision of the 
"thirds." The proposal provided that staff appointriients 
be evenly distributed in thirds, onc-third for the Soviet 
Union, one-third for the *lted States ana tne United 
Kingdom, cxnd one-third to nationals of other countries. 

In reg<a*.«-.3 to the third third the proposal stated that 
"appointments of scientific and technical staff shall be 
made in such proportions that the legitimate interests of 
the Parties to this Treaty, including the original Pa^^ties, 
will not be prejudiced." Fvirther, the proposal stated 
that the head of the control post shall be a national of a 
country other than the host country. Also, on-site in- 
spection groups shall be composed of technically qualified 
personnel v;ho are not nationals of the country being 
inspected but that country may designate one or more ob- 
servers to accompany the inspection group. 
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Soviet reply and counucr~proposal » The initial 
Soviet reaction to this nov/ v/ostern proposal was to repeat 
past arguments that v/ithout specific language on the allo- 
cation of the third third it would work to the advantage 
of the West, Further, the Soviet Union objected to the 

exclusions of host country personnel on the inspection 
146 

groups. 

On June 20u> at the 215Jii meeting, the Soviet repre- 
sentative introduced its own staffing proposal. It set 
forth the Soviet views on the allocation of the third 
third equally among the three elements. It also stated 
that on-site inspection should be organised O" the 

principle of parity. The proposal further stated that the 
chief or acting chief of each control post or inspection 
group should be a national of the host country and his 
assistant should be from the other side of the original 
psurties. Further, it stipulated that appointments of 
specialists from nationals other than the original partaci 

shall be made in equal proportions from persormel recos*- 
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mended by the original parties. 

United States connents on Soviet counter-proposal . 
At the 217U) meeting on Juno 22, the United States repre- 
sentative commented on the nev/ Soviet staffing proposal. 
First he objected to the Soviet proposal that appointments 
be made from lists furnished by governments. Second, he 
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obj acted to the extension of the thirds principle to the 

auxiliary personnel of the headquarters. Third « he said, 

the Soviet provision that no scientific and technical 

personnel who were nationals of non-original parties could 

be given positions in the control organization unless they 

had first been recommend jd by one or more of the original 

parties was not acceptable. Ke concluded by saying that 

the criticisms put forth were not of principle but of the 
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method involved. Although there was additional dis- 
cussion on these proposals, no formula could be found to 
settle the outstainding differences on the problem of 
staffing. 

Adoption of the Definition Article 

In order to dispel problems of interpretation of 
technical criteria, the United States representative pro- 
posed on hay 11, at the 204Ji meeting, that an article on 
definition of lonits and terras be added to the treaty. At 
the 235ti meeting on July 27, the Conference adopted the 
draft article on definitions of units and terms which was 

introduced by the United States with a small Soviet tech— 
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nical amendment. 

Summary 

This period did not see any concrete results, out- 
side of the draft article on definitions, however, there 
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was a great deal of discussion on the main issues still 
separating the two sides. There were many proposals put 
forth by both sides in an effort to solve some of these 
differences. However, with the introduction of proposals 
and counter-proposals the differences were being constantly 
narrowed down to basic principles on which so far there 
had not been much give and take. 

IX. EIGHTH PERIOD SEPTEMBER 27, 1960 - 
DECEMBER 5, 1960 



Introduction 

The eighth period of negotiations began on September 
27, 1960. D\iring the period, twenty-seven meetings were 
held. This period found the representatives discussing 
the main issues which were keeping the Conference from 
reaching agreement on a final treaty. These included: 
the moratorium on the phased treaty | the installation 
schedule of the detection and identification system; the 
quota and on-site inspections; and the problem of deputies. 
Additionally, progress on the final draft treaty was made 
with the adoption of Annex II on privileges and immxanities. 

The Moratorium 

Although the moratorium was not to be included in 
the treaty but would be established by unilateral 
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declaration by the separate governments, it was a chief 
obstacle to agreement on the phased treaty. 

On September 27tb at the 247ti meeting, the United 
States representative presented the United States proposal 
on the moratoriim. He stated that the moratorium should be 
effective upon signature of the treaty for such period as 
then still remains of the two-year seismic research pro- 
gram, plus three months to review the results of that 
program. In support of the proposal, that would end at 
the seme time as the research program, he added, 

this approach is eminently sound because the purpose 
of the moratorium is to avoid the undesired>le as- 
pects of a resumption of nuclear testing below the 
4 ,.75 threshold during the very period when research 
is being carried on, in the hope of making possible 
an extension of effective controls to seismic events 
of a magnitude of less than 4.75. 

Further, he concluded that the United States is opposed to 

moratoriums because it runs contrary to the principle that 

there should be no disarmament obligations without controls. 

Therefore, he added, the moratorium must be kept short and 

be consistent with the time needed for the research pro- 
150 

gram. 



On October 5, 1960, at the 250tii meeting, the Soviet 
representative formally commented on the suggested United 
States proposal on the moratorium. He first said that the 
Soviet Union considered the proposal "aunbiguious and 
vague.*' This, he said, led the Soviet Union to be puzzled 
by the proposal. The main preoccupation, he continued. 
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appears to be 

not a desire to improve and increase the effective- 
ness of control over underground low-yield nuclear 
explosions but a desire to be rid altogether of the 
moratorium or at least to be freed as quickly as 
possible from any obligations in connexion with the 
moratorium. 

Further, he said, "we all agree that the period of the 
moratorium should correspond approximately to the duration 
of the scientific research program." The Soviet proposal 
of a moratorivim of four to five years, he continued, was 
based on a United States scientific estimate that the 
research program would require about three years and that 
to establish an effective system of detection would require 
about a few more years. 

He concluded by saying that the two-year period put 
forth by the United States proposal was too rigid a time 
limit, the Soviet proposal of a foxjr to five year program 
will provide the possibility of organizing a program that 
would be possible of achieving progressive improvements in 
the methods of control over events below the threshold. 

The duration of the moratorium, he added, cannot be shorter 
than the time needed for the completion of the joint re- 
search program. Another argxment he put forward for the 
Soviet proposal was that a research program must be con- 
ducted in the light of the actual experience of an 
operating system and the control system could take fr«n 
three to four years to be operational in the first stage. 
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The United States representative defended the 
United States proposal at the 260to meeting on October 27, 
In his initial remarks, he stated that the position of 
what policy the United States will follow if the seismic 
research program is not successful at the termination of 
the research program and moratoritun period, *'it does not 
know and that policy must be established only at that 
time, '* 

In answer to the Soviet statement that the Soviet 
proposal was based on United States scientific estimates, 
he declared that this estimate was based on steurting a 
program from scratch including the necessary preparatory 
time. The current United States proposal is based only on 
actual experimental time, taking into consideration the 
actual preparations that have been made and the program 
can now start from an advanced position. 

Ke further commented that the United States cannot 
for reasons of principle accept the Soviet proposal that 
at the end of the two-year reseeurch program and the three- 
month period for consultation, the moratorium should 
continue automatically. 

In regard to the starting time of the research 
program, he said, the United States position was that the 
program should start as soon as possible, and before the 
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signing of the treaty if agreement could not bo immedi- 
ately reached* 

He concluded his remarks by saying that ’’there is 

agreement that the moratorium should expire at the same 

time as the research progreunrae, only disagreement existed 

152 

on the length of the program*” 

Installation Schedule of the Detection and 
tctentii^icati'on 

Another of the major areas of disagreement which 
was given wide discussion and attempts to settle during 
this period was the phasing schedule of the detection and 
identification system* On July 20, 1960, the United 
States had submitted a revised draft of annex I on the 
detection and identification system* The Soviet Union ob- 
jected to portions of this draft annex particularly the 
number of control posts in the Soviet Union (21) and the 

exclusion of the establishment of posts in the Southern 
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Hemisphere during the first phase* 

United Kingdom Introduces new proposal on phasing * 
On September 29S6 at the 248to meeting, the United Kingdom 
representative introduced a proposal on phasing in em 
attempt to break the deadlock* He proposed that phase I 
be completed in four years instead of three as proposed in 
the United States draft* Further, the proposal stated 
that control posts on twenty oceanic islands should be 
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installed in phase I, instead of twelve under the former 
proposal. Also, he proposed, the installation of the ten 
control posts on ships should take part in phase I. How- 
ever, he emphasized two major points: one, that phase I 

should only cover the territories of the original parties; 
and two, that inspection should start as soon as possible. 
He explained that the phasing schedule in phase I would 
provide a net of control posts in the metropolitan and 
oceanic territories of all three original parties so that 
seismic events may be capable of being located in any of 
these territories. This, he said, would be a net of about 
3,400 kilometers spacing, and would enable the simplified 
criteria to be applied. Fvirther, he added that inspection 
would begin in these territories as soon as a capability 
for location exists. Therefore, he concluded, under this 
proposal, inspections would be capable of being initiated 
throughout the territories of the original parties at the 
very latest two years after the treaty went into force. 

He then explained how the new proposal would work. 

The proposal broke phase I into two periods, A and B. 

Phase I A would be completed within two years and the 
entire phase in four years. This proposal then put nine 
control posts in the Soviet Union, six in the United States, 
one in the United Kingdom, plus the twenty oceanic posts 
and ten shipboard posts. Phase B would complete the 
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control posts in the original peurties to twenty for the 
Soviet Union, eleven for the United States, and one for 
the United Kingdom. He further outlined that the oceanic 
posts would probably break down to one for the Soviet 
Union, six for the United States, and thirteen for the 
United Kingdom. He added that phase I does not contain 
any control posts in Africa, but the United Kingdom was 
willing to compromise on this point since she was the only 
one involved. Phase II and III would complete the network 
of control posts to 180 in the Northern and Southern 
Hemisphere, primarily on lands other than the original 
parties. Phase II would begin within one year and be com- 
pleted within five after signing of the treaty. Phase III 
would begin within two years and be completed within six. 
Thus, the entire control post network would be installed 
in six years from the time the treaty went int force. ^ 
Soviets comments . On October 19tt at the 256tt 
meeting, the Soviet representative commented on the United 
Kingdom phasing proposal. He initially stated that there 
was apparent agreement on the following questions: 

The length of the three phases of the installa- 
tion schedule for control posts; the length of each 
particular phase, as well as the total length of all 
three phases; the installation schedule for posts 
on oceanic islands; the schedule for putting ship 
posts into operation; the installation schedule for 
posts in South America, Europe and on the metro- 
politan territory of the United Kingdom. 
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Where major disagreement remains is the question of 
the number of control posts to be established on the terri- 
tory of the Soviet Union. He contended that fifteen control 
posts for the Soviet Union was sufficient and within the 
recommendations of the 1958 Conference of Experts. He 
explained that thirteen posts in Soviet Asia would satisfy 
the spacing proposed by the experts, 1,000 kilometers in 
seismic areas and 1,700 kilometers in aseismic eireas. To 
support this view, he pointed out the fact that although 
Soviet Asia contains 40 per cent of the land mass of Asia, 
it only contains about 10 per cent of the seismic area aind, 

therefore, the distribution of the posts should be pri- 
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marily on the basis of an aseismic area. 

West disagrees with Soviet analysis . Contrary to 
the initial remarks of the Soviet representative, the 
question of the schedule of installation of the detection 
and identification system remained unsettled because the 
Western representatives pointed out that their proposal 
for a four-year first phase was primarily based on the 
splitting of the phase into two periods to facilitate 
early Inspection. 

Soviet reply to the split phasing proposal . On 
November 21st at the 268u> meeting, the Soviet representa- 
tive replied on the split phasing proposal. He formally 
rejected the splitting of phase I into two parts, phase A 
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to be ccwnpleted in two years and the entire phase in four 
years* He termed the proposal a move backward instead of 
forward to meet the Soviet proposal. He continued, a four- 
year period for the installation of the first phase of 
control posts "is perfectly reasonable and is based on the 
shortest period within which this enormous work can be 
carried out," 

In reply to a series of Western questions on his 
rejection of the proposal, he reaffirmed the Soviet posi- 
tion that inspection would not begin until the end of the 
first phase when the control system had been fully imple- 
mented on the territories of the original parties. He 
stated further that the simplified criteria that was pro- 
posed by the Soviet Union was based on the premise that a 
control network would be in existence in order to furnish 
the technical facts to support the criteria for on-site 
inspections to begin. He repeated the Soviet view that 
the time when this condition will be met is when phase I 
of the installation schedule of the control posts has been 
completed; namely, about four years after the treaty comes 
into force, 

Thus the question of aimex I, the Detection and 
Identification System, was farther from agreement than 
what appeared to be the case when the period started. 
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Inspection Quotas 

There was a great deal of discussion about the 
quota system for on— site inspections , but there was no 
change in positions during this period— the Soviet pro- 
posal for three per year and the Western proposal for twenty 
per year. 

The Problem of the Deputies 

The problem of the deputies for the administrator 
was near solution after the Soviet acceptance of the 
Western proposal of five deputies. However, the Soviet 
Union wanted all the deputies appointed by the Control Com- 
mission after the recommendation or approval of the govern- 
ments according to their nationality. To this the West 
objected. 

New Western proposal . At the 2571J) meeting on 
October 20, the representative from the United Kingdom 
submitted a nev; proposal on the appointment of the deputies 
in an effort to break the deadlock. He proposed that the 
appointment of all five deputies should be made by the ad- 
ministrator subject to the approval of the Commission. In 
the case of the first deputy, the Commission’s approval 
would also require the concurring votes of the three 
original parties on the commission. 

Soviet comments . The Soviet representative com- 
menting on the nev; proposal on the selection of the 
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deputies stated that the Soviet Union still preferred to 
have the five deputies appointed by the commission, but 
the United Kingdom proposal was a step forward* However, 
he added, the Soviet Union does not consider that the ad- 
ministrator should have the right to reject personnel recom- 
mended by a government nor should the control commission 
in the case of posts reserved for one of the original par- 
ties* He continued that if this was the case, a situation 
might arise where one party might find itself v;ithout repre- 

159 

sentation in the higher administrative echelon* 

The problem of the deputies appeared to be headed 
toward some form of a solution, but this is as far as it 
went during this period* 

Summary 

There was very little progress made during this 
period even though several compromise proposals were put 
forth by the West* However, the draft annex II on privi- 
leges and immunities was adopted on October 17 at the 255tt> 
meeting, but there was very little disagreement over this 
aspect because the Soviet Union and the West had accepted 
these terms in conjunction with other international organi- 
zations* 

Tov/ard the end of this period the majority of the 
meetings were spent in outlining the -jreas of separation 
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between the two sides and in trying to place the blcine for 
non-agreement on the reluctance of the other side to make 
any move toward the position of the other side. 

The Conference recessed on December 5, 1960, and 
was scheduled to reconvene on February 7, 1961. 

X. NINTH PERIOD MARCH 21, 1961 - 
SEPTSI4BER 9, 1961 



Introduction 

The Conference was originally scheduled to recon- 
vene on February 7, 1961. However, the United States 
requested a delay until March 21 to enable the new United 
States administration to make a comprehensive review of 
the past negotiations and the United States position in 
relation to the discontinuance of nuclear weapon tests. 

This period commenced on March 21 and covered sixty- 
seven meetings and finally ended in an impasse and was 
recessed on September 9, 1961, after both sides resumed 
nuclear testing. The Soviet Union broke the moratorium on 
August 30u>, and the United States resumed testing zifter a 
Western proposal to refrain from testing in the atmosphere 
was refused by the Soviet Union on September 6 by continued 
testing and was formally rejected on September 9. The 
negotiations actually regressed due to the introduction of 
the Soviet ’’troika" proposal. 
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Discussion revolved around the outstanding issues , 
the key issues being the *'troika,” the new Western pro- 
posals on the outstanding issues, the inspection problem, 
the disarmament link, and the resumption of nuclear test- 
ing* The United States also introduced a complete draft 
treaty which incorporated all the proposals and views put 
forth by the Western delegations up to this time* 



The Soviet "Troika” Proposal 

The Soviet representative , as Chairman of the 274U» 
meeting on March 21st, took the floor and gave a long open- 
ing statement covering all the aspects of the Soviet 
positio; and rcvi»-.;ing the reasons for failure of the Con- 
ference to achieve an agreement* He then introduced, in 
his concluding remarks, a new Soviet proposal for 

the replacement of the administrator of the control 
system by an administrative coxincil consisting of 
three members, representing respectively (1) USSR 
and its allies - 1 member; (2) United States, United 
Kingdom euid their allies - the second member; (3) 
Neutral States - the third member of this adminis- 
trative council* The three members of the adminis- 
trative council, who would compose the collective 
executive organ of the control system, would act 
as a single whole and would agree amongst themselves 
on all steps which they would undertake in the 
execution of their duties *160 

Western reply to Soviet "troika” proposal * On 

March 30tii, the United States representative replied to the 

Soviet proposal to replace the administrator with a three 

member council* In his initial remarks he said that the 
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Soviet concern about domination of the control system by 
the West was 

unfounded because the control system we have postu- 
lated would operate independently of political 
considerations* The control system by its very 
nature should be able to operate independently, and 
scientif icaJLly , and therefore free of political in- 
fluence. ^Further, he added, 7 if there was any 
doubt of this the proposal of the Western delega- 
tions for parity representation as between the Soviet 
Union and its allies and the United States and the 
United Kingdom and their allies should have removed 
that doubt once and for all. 

He commented that the control commission is the chief 

policy-making organ of the control system and the system 

would operate under general directives laid down by the 

commission. 

As to the administrator, the United States represen- 
tative said, he is not a free agent, he is restricted in 
two ways; "first, he viforks under policies established by 
the coiranission; second, he works under procedures pre- 
scribed in the treaty." Additionally, he added, the prin- 
ciple of parity that had been proposed v/ith the appointment 
of the deputies fully protects the Soviet Union’s interests. 

In conclusion he said the Soviet proposal of an 

executive committee "would be unworkable even with the 

best of good will." He continued. 

Where rapid action is required as it so often will 
be if the control system is to be effective in 
investigating unidentified seismic events - which 
it must do while critical seismological and 
meterorological evidence is still fresh or avail- 
able - the administrative council idea would be a 
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ccwnplete failure even if three men of similar out- 
look were involved. 

Further, he added, this proposal is an addition to the 
Soviet veto list after they had assured the Western repre- 
sentatives that they would not add any new items. This 
new proposal for an administrative council by the Soviet 
Union, he contended, v/ould give its representative a total 
and absolute veto on every act of the executive head of 
the control organization. 

Cn April 20b at the 294b meeting, the United States 
representative continued his discussion of the ’’troika" 
issue. The problem of the administrator is so important 
he said because it is the essence of the executive or ad- 
ministrative function to assure the rapid and efficient 
operation of the system. He went on to say: 

This is not the policy-making or directing func- 
tion, which belongs only to the control commission. 
Rather it is the making certain that the 

,-rGciso provisions of the treaty eind the orders of 
the commission are fully implemented. That this 
will be no small job is evident from the scope and 
function of the control organization as a whole. 

There will be thousands of staff mwabers in the 
180 control posts, at a large Vienna headquarters, 
on inspection teams, and at satellite tracking 
stations. All of those persons will have s'^ecified 
duties, and their activities will have to be 
properly meshed into a unified whole. It will re- 
quire great efforts to make sure that this c<xnpli- 
cated system functions smoothly. It cannot happen 
automatically. Orders will have to be given to 
cover hundreds of thousands of problems which will 
continually arise. 

He commented further that it is a recognized fact 
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that in large organizations and administrative units, in- 
cluding governments, that a single chief executive officer 
is the approach used by all. And he added, 

this method of supervising people and getting things 
done seems to have nothing to do ith ideology} the 
same administrative technique is used in the Soviet 
Union as in the United States and Great Britain* 

He continued that the Soviet proposal for an "ad- 
ministrative council" of three members to represent the 
three elements in the control organization, these nemb***rs 
would be agents of thoir respective principals and not 
officials of the control organization and this runs con- 
trary to the concept of international civil servants. 
Further, he said, 

the unanimity requirements in this council ' s deci- 
sions is the complete antithesis of em arrangement 
for effective control. The function of an execu- 
tive organ in an organization such as the one we 
hope to create is vital if control operations are 
to have any meaning. Even if one or another in- 
dividual procedure could be implemented without the 
administrator's decision, that would be meaningless 
when the totality of control system operations 
could be brought to a halt by a three-man council. 

With one man as the chief executive agent, the 
control commission can clearly hold him responsible 
for what is or is not done. With three men having 
both an equal voice and a right of veto authorized 
by the treaty itself ... the possibilities for 
mischief and confusion would be endless. 

Ke concluded his remarks by saying, 

in all fairness we ask the Soviet Union to face 
realities. It cannot appear as the champion of 
strict international armament controls when it 
insists on subordinating the imple;aentation of 
all control measures to its own national veto. 
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It caionot expect to make progress in the disarma- 
ment field without joining with other parties in 
mutual accommodations necessary to satisfy the 
objective requirements of adequate controls. 1S2 

Soviet defense of the ’’troika .” At the 297ii meeting 
on April 25ifc, the Soviet repr^^sentative defended the Soviet 
proposal for a three-man "administrative council" to re- 
place the single administrator. He argued that the Western 
assertion that this would give the Soviet Union control 
over the control organization was unfoiinded and not sup- 
ported by facts. He pointed out that practically all the 
operational procedures would be embodied within the treaty 
and the "administrative council" v/ould not be able to 
change th^n. Also, in regards to the criteria, he said, 
they would not i>e able to effect this because it would be 
specifically set forth in the treaty and would not b< 
changeable by the council. He repeated his arguments that 
the only way that there could be a practical, impartial, 
and objective implementation of the treaty provisions 
would b an "administrative council" as proposed by the 
Soviet Union. Ha further commented that the entire organi- 
zation has been organized along the principle of thirds 
and thus the principle is recognized and accepted by the 
West. In conclusion he said that the Western insistence 
on a single administrator is a disguised attempt to con- 
vert the organization to its own advantage. And he added, 
"it would be impossible to find a single person that would 
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not fall into the three categories recognized and, there- 
fore, he would be unable to be impartial and objective in 

163 

carrying out his duties.’’ 

’’Troika” debate continues . On April 27ib at the 
299tb meeting, the United States representative again took 
up the issue of the ’’administrative council" or as it was 
generally called the "troika." He termed this problem as 
the issue that was most central and would spell success or 
failure for the negotiations. 

In reply to the previous ooviet argument, that the 
council could not modify or take action contrary to the 
treaty, he said. 

Our concern is not that on occasions the admin- 
istrative council might engage in incorrect actions 
in running the control system; our concern derives 
from our certainty that, under the council scheme, 
there might well be no meaningful action at all, no 
implementation of the treaty, and no control. This 
is the very crux-of the matter-that, after .e have 
sacrificed our unilateral freedom of action to teat 
nuclear vreapons for our own defense, v)g are not to 
be assured of any effective control over whether 
other parties which have pledged themselves to do 
the same are also living up to their obligations. 

Our ability to check up on them is to be subject to 
any permission that they themselves may give to 
allow themselves to be checked up on, even though 
they may be cheating. 

He concluded his remarks on the subject by sa^in^, 
"the fundamental issue is whether the Soviet Union will 
accommodate itself to the technical and or yanikational 
requirements of meaningful control. he added, ’I am 
waiting patiently and I am prepared to wait patiently, for 
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a constructive Soviet Union approach to whatever disturbs 
it. On unrealistic demands, such as that for an adminis- 
trative council, there can, I submit, be no compromise." 

United States General Statement and New Proposals 

In the opening statement of the United States rep- 
resentative on March 21, 1961, he outlined the Western 
position and proposed suggested solutions for the out- 
standing issues sepeurating the two sides. He said the 
major issues and the suggested proposal for solving them 
were: 

First, on the length of the research program, the 
Western powers agree with the Soviet Union that a longer 
period is needed than the two year proposal put forth by 
the United States for the initial research program. He 
proposed a three year period for the initial research 
program. 

Second, on the question of safeguards for research 
nuclear explosions, the Western governments are prepared 
to accept the Soviet proposal put forward on June 15, 1960. 
He added that this acceptance was put forward on the condi- 
tion that the VJestern governments receive the same inspec- 
tion privileges if the Soviet Union detonated any nuk,iear 
devices. 

Third, on the question of detonation of nuclear 
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devices for peaceful purposes, the Western Powers are pre- 
pared to accept the same safeguards. 

Fourth, in relation to testing in outer space, he 
recommended that the conference adopt the recommendations 
of the Technical Working Group I which was submitted to 
the conference on July 10, 1959. 

Fifth, on the question of control posts, he stated, 
the Western Powers would approve moving two control posts 
out of Soviet Asia, thus reducing the total number of con- 
trol posts on Soviet territory to nineteen. In conjunc- 
tion with this move, the United States would move one of 
its control posts either north or south of its borders. 

He re-emphasized that the Western Powers still hold to the 
splitting up of the phasing schedule in Phase I of the 
installation schedule into two periods to be completed 
within four yeaurs. 

Sixth, in relation to the question of inspection 
quota, he reaffirmed the Western position that the number 
of inspections be linked to the number of unidentified 
events. Because of this fundamental principle, he re- 
affirmed the Western proposal for twenty on-site inspec- 
tions per year in the Soviet Union. He added, that the 
Western Powers were also willing to accept the concept of 
equality in assigning inspection quotas, equal for each of 
the three original parties. 
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Seventh, he reaffirmed the Western position on the 
simplified criteria and the size of the area of localiza- 

Eighth, he reaffirmed the Western position on 
staffing of inspection teams, special aircraft flights and 
the nationality of the head of a control post.^^^ 

Ninth, in regards to the budget, he said, the Western 
powers accept the Soviet proposal that each original party 
should have a veto in the commission in approving the total 
annual budget of the organization but not individual items. 
In addition, he added, the contributions should be equal 
for the United States and the Soviet Union with the United 
Kingdom paying a somewhat smaller share. 

Tenth, on the question of the composition of the 
control commission, he remarked, if a workable agreement 
on the control organization is found, the Western powers 
would be prepared to accept East-West parity on the control 
commission. He then proposed that the control commission 
should be enlarged to include four Western States, four 
Soviet bloc States and three neutrals. 

In concluding his statement, the United States 
representative said that ”we have now set forth in general 
terms an overall proposal for a nuclear test ban treaty 
which ought to be acceptable to the Soviet Union. 

On March 22nd at the 275tfc meeting, the United 
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States representative continued to outline the Western 
position* In regards to the seismic research program, he 
said the United States would welcome Soviet participation 
in its seismic research progreim and Soviet scientific 
criticism, but do not recognize any unilateral Soviet 
right to insist on altering the contents of our own pro- 
gram. He continued that the Soviet Union should only be 
concerned about nuclear detonations to be sure that they 
were not used for the purpose of veapons development. He 
added that the United States still considered it essential 
to investigate decoupling techniques in the research pro- 
gram. In relation to the seifeguards that the Western 
Powers would accept for nuclear detonations in the re- 
search program, he stated them as: first, British and 

Soviet representatives would be given blueprints of the 
nuclear devices to be used, and they v/ould be permitted to 
examine the device inside euid out; second, after inspec- 
tion, the devices would be reassembled and kept under 
Anglo-Soviet surveillance until actually exploded; third, 
instruments ,nd apparatus could be installed at the site 
of explosion by British and Soviet scientists; four, all 
the data obtained from the explosion would be made ava. l- 
able to the other two countries. 

In regards to the moratorixjim, he proposed that it 
would last f^r three years and would hav<_ the same limits 
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as the research program. Further, he continued, "upon 
termination of the moratorivun each of the parties, on the 
basis of information then available to it, will have to 
decide what it will do." He added that there should be 
consultation among the original parties before the mora- 
torium runs out for selecting some alternate rather than 
just letting the moratorium run out. He concluded by 
saying that the United States "wants and always wanted a 
comprehensive test ban treaty as soon as it can be ade- 
quately controlled. 

At the 278to meeting on March 27tl>, the United States 
representative continued his outline of the Western posi- 
tion. He proceeded to go into greater detail about the 
problem of the criteria for inspection; the quota system 
for on-site inspection; and the Western position in rela- 
tion to them. 

His initial remarks were directed to point out that 
any inspection quota, no matter how high, would remain 
entirely hypothetical and illusory if the criteria were so 
worded that no seismic event were ever certified as 
eligible for inspection. He added however, that the cri- 
teria would only become relevant when the control post 
system had been installed in proper locations with ade- 
quate spacing. Further, he said, the inspection process 
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would be effective only if the inspection teams were 
properly orgeinized and equipped. 

The United States representative then went on to 
point out seven ways in which the inspection process could 
be blocked; first, inadequate or improper spacing or 
location of control posts; second, the criteria might be 
so drafted as to make some unidentified events ineligible 
for inspection or \induly restrict the aurea of inspection; 
third, the right of veto by the party to be inspected; 
foxurth, failure to use the best technical methods; fifth, 
lack of confidence if the inspection teams were wholly or 
partly composed of nationals of the host country; sixth, 
if the number of inspections were so small in relation to 
the number of unidentified events that violators would 
face little risk of being detected; and seven, unreasonable 
delay in beginning on-site inspections. 

In conclusion, he said that the Western proposals 
were submitted to prevent the above seven methods of ob- 
structing inspections from happening with its resulting 
disagreement. 

On March 28tb, the United States representative went 
into greater detail on the Western position on staffing. 

He initially stated that there was agreement on several 
points; first, that all employees of the control organi- 
zation should have the status of international civil 
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servants; second, that nationals of all parties should 
participate; third, that all employees should be acceptable 
to their own governments; fourth, that the technical staff 
should be recruited in equal thirds, one-third from the 
United States and the United Kingdom, one-third from the 
Soviet Union, and one— third from other countries. 

Disagreement remained with the Soviet Union over 
their proposal that the administrator should not have the 
right to refuse personnel recommended by governments. He 
said the Western position was that "the organization v/ill 
be obliged to take some qualified national of that party 
for the job, but he must not have to take the first, or 
perhaps the second, person so recommended." 

There also is disagreement over the distribution of 

the third third, but he said that there appecirs to be a 

means of reaching an agreement. He explained, 

by this I mean that we have in mind that some treaty 
provision will make it mandatory for the adminis- 
trator to keep a numerical balance within the third- 
third between the USSR and its associated powers, 
on the one hand, and the United States and the United 
Kingdom and their respective powers, on the other. 

Apart from this balance the rest of the third third, 
if any, could be made up of non-associated powers, 
namely generally, of neutrals. 

In regards to staffing of inspection teams and air- 
craft sampling flights, he reaffirmed the Western view 
that this cannot be done by nationals of the inspection 
country because this would introduce an element of 
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"self-inspection" and undermine confidence in the work of 
the control organization. 

As to the nationality of the chief of the control 
posts and the head of inspection teams, he stated, he could 
not be a national of the host country because he v;ould be 
required to make judgments which might give rise to con- 
flicts of loyalty. 

On March 29U>, the United States representative re- 
viewed the Western position on high-altitude inspection. 

He recommended that the satellite system recommended by 

the Technical Working Group I be installed within six 

171 

years after the signing of the treaty. 

Soviet Reply to the New Western Proposals 

On April 4Ui at the 282nd meeting, the oviet repre- 
sentative delivered a formal reply on some aspects of the 
new Western proposals. 

First, he remarked that there now appears to be 

agreement that the recommendations of the Technical ’Working 

Group I should be included in the draft treaty for the 

control of high-altitude explosions. 

Second, he commented, that the Western proposal to 

accept the safeguards on research nuclear explosions was 

noted with satisfaction. He added, 

the sole reason why the USSR is insisting on its 
conditions of control is that it is indispensible 
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/si£7 for the other side to have the assurance, by 
the safeguard, that when research nuclear explosions 
are being carried out by the United States no loop- 
hole will be left, directly or indirectly, for the 
improvement of existing, or the testing of new types 
of nuclear weapons. 

As to the question put forth by the United States repre- 
sentative that the safeguards proposed by the Soviet 
proposal would apply to any signatory party which tested 
nuclear explosions for research purposes the Soviet 
representative stated that they would, as he had previously 
stated at the 254tb meeting. 

Third, as to the United States proposal concerning 

approval of the budget with the concurring votes of the 

original parties, he agreed with the Western position on 

this point but reaffirmed the Soviet position that it 

should also apply to individual items and parts of the 

budget. He defended this position by saying, 

it is necessary that the structure and all the 
parts of the budget should be agreed upon among 
the original parties to the treaty. Only such 
an approach will ensiire approval of the budget 
as a whole in the control commission. 

Fourth, in regards to the share of contributions, 
he disagreed with the Western proposal and recommended 
that the contributions be shared equally among the three 
original parties. 

In concluding his statement, the Soviet representa- 
tive said that there appears to be agreement among the 
parties in regards to the following question: 



3»iCi a >T Jg ei Tci* atri 2,oi I 

2 j;^rj«jo 1 .* >i.‘ 

— ,-» i wjj 9>itJ fd #Ai. |4t^i«0 r);i« 

«ftR V 9lAX^«A) i<.i V- ,{Ul^A.)0^ W 

.{T.c^for - **i ' >■•*» V> 

•-»je5 2 •*•.< f>f X 5»*r| MoiJ«»i.iv j»iL? aA 

f aXv^'* rC ttl«THltH llac mU 4‘« iJ tt9ZsmJ{LSZ 

L -TlfAi l‘'D_.^*- ’* » V'^ 'J- .'X«^ i'SAO^X®^ 

n i i* •> -.ci;j»i xt.1 awc*J»'-fc»^ iAttlot:Q 

yl^tiK-iTabVi I'Atl #tt « M I .'ii^ *^^l/ 0\Ias‘' .•As:t<Oirj. 

««i3'2 v’-J i« ^ASJie 
»ais'*» b«»Xfij ojt «6ra^XX 

MnJ \it e*^w« > itfPQXO «'iU <ljtw acJ %» j 

> 

U» r»til n.ti'W Aaciaa »4 ^ Itiilc. 4 X 0 ^ 

I 

ii j*.b T«ul^i4||v: .^»r(.*<c^ «-4 ^tio Air!;^ I 

•^.5 %*, «lw toufr •aakfl lc4iA.t<»iiini ^ b::bDn* 

•I 

I 

4445 AXitinwU* •IT 1«i«.X VAMlAAObia Ai i2 C 

fU-4 Ii Atf t^XfirdXlt J4t(*> 'ni «ii) tA' Ai'UHJ f 

;LX«< *#(4 4Arit.<Lln£ Wt5 

iAVOT»JV4 ♦>bA03 Iflv Xb*C-1K4^* a* * 

,KT I sAl— e 4 tiTvlAMci *44 «U •*4ri>« s •« ^ 

I 

1.1 *>;JIAX « 4 ti A^X■CUX A* « 

'-• ■•*' 0-1 Wi>' I biO ^4*'' 4.<9A«^«ai.ft *d 

3<«utj rt);4>»< yXxArfiCa *a anac^y c #tur 9Adi 

Avkivsi »lt9 • AX 4 ) -nk£nmI.i(X^ itX 

•. t iO«UA«»0^ A> Al 4AA«r4<4 H09 mviJ 

* cir'i#CA«'i' •iiB cJ t m i r aa^ 



i 



148 



on control over the discontinuance of nuclear weapon 
tests at high altitudes and in outer space; on the 
conditions governing the nuclear explosions to be 
carried out under an agreed seismic research pro- 
gramme and the conditions of control over nuclear 
explosions to be carried out for peaceful purposes; 
and on the question of the approval of the total 
sum of the budget in the control commision by agree- 
ment among the original parties to the treaty.1'2 

On April lOtt, the Soviet representative commented 
on other parts of the Western proposals* 

First, in regards to the proposals for the safe- 
guards for research nuclear explosions and for peaceful 
purposes. He interpreted this proposal to mean that after 
the devices had been inspected internal and external, the 
device would remain under observation by representatives 
of the Soviet Union xmtil actually detonated, and this 
includes the possibility of control over all the processes 
connected with preparing the device for detonation to 
ensure that the device being detonated is actually the one 
that had been previously inspected* As to instrumentation, 
he said, the Soviet Union, interprets this to mean that 

Soviet specialists may set up their instruments 
both in the immediate neighbourhood of the device 
which is to be detonated, and in the tunnels lead- 
ing to the detonation chamber and on ohe surface 
of the earth at emy distance from the site of the 
explosion. Further, Soviet experts will have every 
opportunity of inspecting the system by which the 
device is detonated, and also of inspecting the 
environment surrounding the detonation chamber, 
both before the explosion and after* 

Second, in regards to the composition of the control 
commission he said, the Soviet government accepts the 
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Western proposal that the control conunission be composed 
of four representatives of the Western Powers, four repre- 
sentatives of the socialist countries, and three represen- 
tatives of neutral States. 

Third, in regards to the moratorium he said that 
the Soviet government cannot accept the Western proposal 
of a three year moratorium which would just pass away 
after its expiration. 

Fourth, as to the number of control posts on Soviet 
territory, he rejected the Western recommendation of nine- 
teen control posts. He reaffirmed the Soviet position 
that fifteen control posts was sufficient in accordance 
with the conclusions of the 1958 Conference of Experts. 

Fifth, he said, the Soviet Union could not accept 
the phasing schedule proposed for installing posts that 
would put the Soviet Union under control from the very 
start of the control organizations operations, while large 
areas which were being used or might be used by the 
Western Powers for carrying out tests would remain outside 
such control. 

In conclusion, he said that the Western powers were 
still retaining their old unacceptable positions on the 
questions of the inspection quota, criteria, staffing of 
inspection teams and observers for special aircraft 
flights. 
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Western comments on the Soviet critique . On April 
lltb, the United States representative on commenting on the 
Soviet critique of the new Western proposals said that the 
Soviet Union had accepted only those parts of the Western 
proposals that agreed with Soviet positions. 

In regards to financial contributions, he said, the 
Soviet Union was demanding absolute equality; whereas, it 
was demanding parity in all other aspects of the treaty. 

As to the budget question he remarked that tne right 
to veto the budget should only apply to the whole budget 
because 

the Western powers want to see the budget gradually 
put together without any veto and then voted on by 
the Commission in one final decision. If at that 
point, one original party fails to concur, and if 
the control organization is left without operating 
funds, the problem will then be posed in clear 

form. 174 

On April 26Ui at the 298tb meeting, the United States 
representative rebutted the Soviet arguments about the 
scientific basis for their proposal that fifteen control 
posts be established on Soviet territory. He said that 
whether you use seismicity as well as area or take the 
simple geographical area approach by itself, "it still comes 
out to more than fifteen control posts that should be lo- 
cated on the territory of the Soviet Union." Also, he 
continued, it can be scientifically shown that the larger 
the number of control posts surrounding an event the 
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greater the systems ability to identify seismic events. 

Therefore, he asked, "... what possible difference can 

175 

four more control posts make to the Soviet Union." 



The Western Draft Treaty 

On April 18, 1961, at the 292nd meeting, the United 
States representative introduced a complete draft treaty 
on the discontinuance of nuclecir weapon tests on the be- 
half of the United States and the United Kingdom. This 
draft treaty incorporated all the proposals put forward by 
the Western Powers and was introduced to clarify the final 
positions of the Western delegations in treaty form. 

The United States representative said in introduc- 
ing the draft treaty: 

The draft treaty which we now table is complete. 

It covers, we believe, every necessary element of 
an over-all agreement for the discontinuance of 
nuclear weapon tests. We strongly believe that its 
provisions call for an adequate control system and 
a system which does not impose undue burdens upon 
any party to the treaty. 

The draft treaty which we present today is a 
treaty which the Governments of the United States 
and the United Kingdom are prepared to sign immedi- 
ately to end tests underground above seismic scale 
of magnitude 4.75, in the sensible atmosphere, in 
the oceans and in outer space. 

Its signature would, of course, be accompanied, 
as we have previously agreed, by unilateral declara- 
tions on the part of the three original parties 
undertaking a moratorium of an agreed duration on 
underground tests below the treaty threshold level 
of 4.75 and by agreement that seismic research pro- 
grammes undertaken by any of the original parties 
subsequent to signature of the treaty would involve 
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application of agreed safeguards to such nuclear 
explosions as may be included in those research pro- 
grammes. It is to be hoped that at the end of the 
seismic research programmes our then knowledge will 
permit us to lower the treaty threshold. 

This draft treaty represents our best and most 
advanced ideas for an agreement which will achieve 
discontinuance of nuclear weapon tests under ade- 
quate international control. 

The delegations of the United Kingdom and the 
United States will, of course, stand ready to ex- 
plain their viev/s fully and to give careful con- 
sider tion to any ideas which the delegation of the 
USSR may have with respect to achievement of the 
objective of a sound treaty for the protection of 
the people of the world. 

We are prepared to discuss this draft patiently 
and in detail. It represents our best thought but 
we are by no means inflexible about it. V/e are 
entirely open to reason. We shall listen carefully. 

This draft treaty is presentea by the V/estern 
delegations in a sincere effort to assist our nego- 
tiations to reach a successful conclusion. 



The Inspection Problem 

On April 19ti at the 293rd meeting, the Soviet rep- 
resentative defended the Soviet on-site inspection quota 
of three per year proposal. He repeated the Soviet argu- 
ment that the Western quota of twenty per year was un- 
realistic and unacceptable to the Soviet Union. 

He refuted the argument of the United States thc:.^ 
the number of inspections must be sufficiently high to be 
an effective deterrent. To support his argument, he said, 
the violators of the treaty would be one of the three 
original members, three great powers, and he did not be- 
lieve that any of them would risk the danger of exoosure 
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and the resulting condemnation by the rest of the v/orld 
for doubtful advantages. 

As to linking the number of inspections to a certain 
percentage of the unidentified events, he stated, "no 
percentage or numerical relationship can be scientifically 
justified in this regard, since any number, any percentage 
can be insisted on with the same degree of justification or 
non-justification. " 

In reference to the composition of inspection teams, 

he stated, that the Western insistence on staffing these 

teams with non-nationals proves that the West is trying to 

gain an adveintageous position in the recruitment of staff 

for these important control units. He put forth the 

Soviet position on this particular issue as: 

the Soviet Union merely proposes that specialists 
from the Soviet Union and specialists from the 
United States and the United Kingdom should take 
part in inspections on an equal basis. V/e want 
equal participation of both sides in control 
operations in all the coi . onents at all stages, 
in all countries. Only such an approach will 
ensure genuine objectivity and impartiality in 
control operations. 

On the problem of the dispatching of inspection 
groups, he stated that the previous Soviet proposal pre- 
vents the vetoing or interference of the proposed admin- 
istrative council. By this proposal, he said, inspections 
may be made at any place where, according to readings of 
instruments at contr 1 posts, a suspected event has 
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occurred, at the request of the sides within the limits of 
the annual quota, and that inspection groups within the 
specified quota shall be dispatched by the commission 
without delay, and shall not require agreement between the 
parties of the treaty. Further, he added, the Soviet 
Union had previously agreed that inspection groups could 
be chosen from inspectors maintained at headquarters on a 
permanent basis. ' 

•Vestern comments . On April 24ti) at the ZS'ctb meeting, 
the United States representative commented on the Soviet 
position put forth on the problem of inspections. He 
first commented, ’’there have been at least as far as the 
world at large knows , no breaches of the voluntary mora- 
torium on testing since late 1958." He added, that rather 
than proving that no signatory would violate ics solemn 
pledge under the treaty, it demonstrates that without 
controls no one can know the true situation about viola- 
tions. He continued, that the number of on-site inspec- 
tions that the Soviet Union is proposing has nothing to do 
with deterring potential violators, ’’it is a sort of token 
or good-humor gesture that has nothing to do with the 
objective requirements of strict scientific internat onal 
control. ’’ 

On the question of the Soviet fear of espionage, he 
commented, "the United States is just as opposed to having 
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espionage conducted on its territories as is the USSR. 
Therefore, the scientific measures the United States pro- 
poses must have no significance from an espionage point of 
view.” The twenty inspections that the V/est proposes, he 
continued, is based strictly on an interest in effective 
control, as is the Western proposal that nationals be 
excluded from inspection teams. He added, ”he did not 
conceive how intelligence could be gathered when the host 
country could have an vinlimited number of observers along 
with the inspection group." 

He further remarked that he was still confused 

about the procedures for launching an on-site inspection 

under the Soviet proposal. He declared that 

what is unclear is, first, whether the connission 
could overrule the party and decide that the seismic 
criteria had not, in fact, been met in the given 
case and that therefore there would be . ^^Ight of 
inspection; and second, whether a majority on the 
commission would, by a veto-free vote have to approve 
the request for an inspection before it could begin. 

The United States position on this issue, he said, is that 

it would be opposed to any intervention by the commission 

on whether one original party might exercise its right, 

within the annual quota, to have an on-site inspection 

conducted on the territory of another original party. -c 

continued, this would be an automatic affair once it had 

been determined that the seismic criteria had been met. 

As to the subject of criteria, he said, the purpose of 
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criteria is to codify scientific standards agreed to by 

all three original parties so that whenever seismic data 

recorded by the control system show that these standards 

have been met, a seismic event automatically becomes 

1 78 

eligible for inspection. 

United States introduces new proposal on inspections . 
At the 310tli meeting on May 26tb, the United States repre- 
sentative proposed in an effort to reach an acceptable 
figxire on the number of on-site inspections that an alter- 
nate ii.ethod which the United States previously proposed 
could be used to solve the Soviet argument that the 
Western figures were inflated and not based on scientific 
fact. This proposal, he said, was made at the 278tb meeting 
that there would be an unlimited mamber of inspections up 
to 30 per cent of the unidentified events, or 20 per cent 
of the located seismic events. This propos ' e said, 

still stands and is an acceptable alternate to the current 

179 

Western proposal of twenty inspections per yeaur. 

On May 29tb at the 3 j.1Uj meeting, the United States 
representative continued the discussion aUtout the on- 
site inspection quota. He submitted another United States 
proposal in an effort to work out some solution to the 
problem. He proposed that the "... quota be worked out 
on the basis of actual seismic developments, namely, of 
recorded seismic events on the territory of each original 
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party." With this as a basis he proposed a sliding scale 
of inspections with a maximum of twenty per year regard- 
less of the number of unidentified events and a base of 
twelve inspections per year. The number of inspections 
between these two figures, he said, would be determined by 
the actual number of unidentified events between sixty and 
one hundred, for each five above sixty another inspection 
could be held up to a maximum of twenty if one hundred 
were reached. 

In concluding his remeurks about this new proposal, 
he said, 

there is a great advantage to the Soviet Union in 
this proposal because if their scientists are right 
about the number of unidentified events occurring 
in the Soviet Union then the quota of inspections 
for the Soviet Union would be lov/er. Further, if 
the Soviet estimate of the niomber of events is lower 
in the Soviet Union and higher in the unitad States 
then she would have more inspections in the United 
States than she v/ould receive in the Soviet Union. 

Soviet comments . On May 31st at the 313ti meeting, 
the Soviet representative rejected this new alternate pro- 
posal of the "sliding scale" of the West. He said it was 
"unrealistic and unpractical for both political and tech- 
nical reasons." He repeated the former Soviet argument 
that the solution of the number of on-site inspectio. ' 

must be solved strictly on the basis of a political com- 
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promise. 



-I* . . < ^ »• ' 

'» U: 

'i-» 4 ♦•?=4 

r, rit^^ ( ~X ^ *‘ 

^ i - a-* ^ 0 - t I -• • p - * ^ 

-r ^ t.4t«^ .' > 3: .lu-f'.;';. ; ^ 1'". *■ < - -j ■wlJ 

r; -• i ..•t*.*<‘ •■ ' «V» ; ?’ 2 £ tno 

-.'*-« 'T>j,» MtT« ,£-*<■ ».trf ’ ,-' r jrM >v«ii»i i ■? ■'i* *^T'- ' •# r.'if'.O 

• ^ * •• w 

^ ii» 14 s V - - 

Ii i4« 




ii »tciiA 1* : ^.. »n-^ .» #'.r^. » pi •ia.i> 

3r p] » , Li P-* - I --oiz'.* ii ff-:> »T • .; j| 

t T*.l V*- ■*“ •*. ^ >: il «w»i.*iu •< v^a-i-'r* * ' .’ '4« t* 

WiiA t, w-.«j*>J V* m(*J nail'?; - - i •. * 

-i ,v.-^ > ■ ' • ««a<^ uuia^ 4»-^i \. ’• ' '<■;•■ '^1 

*: r ^ *' f«*|i* tc #.*pra^?»^i ?%ivcA. H»(i 

-• ••<• X r*i.r_i • «•!• JwB 0*itio^ p-id <il 

* I ■’J • 1 ■• >«▼<'! O' -«T •*» *d -Jii* *p >ar nigai; 



- ® , n '-. - AvJ J 


o l;:^ #11 ’ 


i>4i/M »««'(• .*rt# 


*• -.',A.t.- 


; 0 ; r i~-r« *. * ? a> • ( 


• • HiJi 


. • t *lJ=fc • - . ’ i 


vxri 


c z- fe.6 




• ♦ 




IT’ ? »' ' '*? 'ii' 


• • ^.1 *sk!^ 


; Uui.ir'' -r' 


I** 


opi;5tt33 “a^v'- ■ * 1 


•»!€■* €1^ i • ^ 


• i"; 


: xi!4«i^u/* 



tos’Qv^K *(15 v*l t5uX#*V X-AOXA 

•. i - X- »• iwotfH 4AI 

-Aoi- Ikift^tiK j P ^ tOAA4 r<T< PI# »■ • r%U4* 






158 



Disarmament Link 

On June 12, 1961, at the 31 7U) meeting, the Soviet 
representative introduced into the conference records a 
memorandum from the Soviet Government to President Kennedy 
of the United States which was handed to him by Premier 
Khrushchev in Vienna at their Summit Conference. 

The memorandum outlined a change in Soviet position 
in relation to the Conference on Discontinuaj.; of Nuclear 
Weapon Costs. It supported their proposal for an "admin- 
istrative council" and reaffirmed their reasons for this 
proposal. Additionally, it discussed the outstanding 
issues that were keeping the conference from reaching 
agreement, the quota, staffing, on-site inspections. It 
then suggested that it might not be better to ". . . start 
with the main, the cardinal question, that i' to say, the 
question of general and complete disarmanent?'" This the 
note continued would solve all the problems that are 
plaguing the conference at Geneva, because the Soviet 
Union had pledged that it would accept unconditionally any 
proposal by the V/estern Powers on control, once the 
Western Powers accept the proposal of general and complete 
disarraeiment . 

It went on to say that 

... at present, when the armaments race is going 
on in the world and when opposing military blocs 
exist, w are compelled to maintain our armed forces 
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in the interests of the security of our ''ountry and 
that of our allies. So long as States maintain 
armed forces, no form of control can be disasso- 
ciated from intelligence work. 

The statement concluded by saying, 

the discontinuance of nuclear weapon tests does not 
mean that the manufacture and stockpiling of such 
weapons will cease; and the danger of war is not 
diminished. In these circumstances every State is 
entitled to suspect that the intention is to use 
control as a screen for setting up intelligence 
agencies ,182 



Nev; Western Proposals 

Even with the seemingly insurmountable obstacles 
which the Soviet Union had placed in the way of reaching 
agreement, the Western Powers introduced further proposals 
in an attempt to get the Conference back on the right 
path. 



On August 28U> at the 337tb meeting, the United States 
representative introduced two new proposals. 

The first in reference to procedures to be followed 

at the expiration of the moratorium proposed that 

about six months before the expiration of the three 
year moratorium, with respect to tests below the 
treaty threshold of 4,75, a panel of eminent sci- 
entists representing each of the eleven nations which 
will then be members of the control commission of 
the treaty organization should be convened. 

This scientific panel would be charged with tli 
task of preparing a report to the eleven-nation 
control commission, by at least a majority vote of 
the scientists unit, on the following matters: 

(1) recommended improvements in the treaty con- 
trol system in the light of the findings of the 
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proposed research programme in v/hich we h ve asked 
the Soviet Union to participate; 

(2) scientific estimate of the capabilities of 
the control system in the light of such improvements; 
and 

(3) recommendations as to v/hether or not the 
treaty threshold of seismic scale of magnitude 4,75 
should be lowered, and if so, to what point, and 
indeed whether the threshold can be eliminated en- 
tirely by scientific improvements in the treaty 
control system. 

When that has been done, the control commission 
itself, composed of four Western Powers, four Soviet 
Powers, and three neutral or uncommitted Powers, will 
consider the report and agree, by majori-'-^ vote, 
o . such draft amendments to the treaty to eliminate 
OL to reduce the threshold as may be required by 
such of the recommendations of the scientists as the 
commission may approve. All such treaty amendments 
would be submitted to the next annual conference of 
the parties or to a special conference if the annual 
conference v/ere not scheduled until after the ex- 
piration of the moratorium. 

In concluding his statement on this proposal, the 
United States representative remarked, that the Soviet 
objection to the Western proposals on the mcr torium was 
that it would be "automatically" left to expire. There- 
fore, he contended, the above proposal would ensure that 
the moratorium would not bo allowed to expire automatically 
and guarantees the most "careful deliberation and review." 
This proposal, he concluded, "is a means to make sure that 
when the treaty obligation is extended to cover under- 
ground tests of lower yields adequate control neasure^ 
shall not be left to cheuice," 

The second proposal that the United States repre- 
sentative in reduced was put forth in answer to a Soviet 
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statement calling for a complete comprehensive treaty over 

all nuclear tests* He declared that if that was the 

present position of the Soviet Union, then the United 

States was ready to meet that position* The United States, 

he continued, was willing to contemplate an initial treaty 

threshold that would be lower than the proposed one of the 

seismic magnitude of 4*75; and further, "we are even willing 

to consider arrangements, if this, with your cooperation, 

should prove scientifically possible, which would amount 

to virtually no treaty threshold at all*" He explauLned 

this as the United States willingness 

to negotiate here and now for the immediate lowering 
or even removing of the treaty threshold of 4*75, 
provided that the Soviet Union is ready to explore 
with us, and open-mindedly consider those improve- 
ments or adjustments in the control system which 
could so increase its scientific capabilities from 
the outset as to warrant the lowering or removing 
of the threshold* 

He then outlined what some of these irapr overrents and/or 
adjustments might be* 

The relocation of some of the control posts in 
both of our countries and other countries from 
relatively aseismic to highly seismic eureas, if 
that can be done without injury to the whole con- 
trol system; the introduction into United States, 

United Kingdom 2 md USSR territories of a number of 
xinmanned seismic recording stations, perhaps in 
conjunction with some of the foregoing changes 
regarding the relocation or regrouping of control 
posts; modification of the total number of control 
posts in the United States, the Soviet Union and, 
possibly, elsewhere; an adjustment of the fixed 
annual number of inspections in the quota; and the 
immediate adoption from the outset of certain sci- 
entific improvements in the treaty control system* 
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In reference to the two proposals, he concluded 

on the one hand we have the v/estern proposal for 
reducing or eliminating the threshold in the treaty 
at the end of the three year moratorium and on the 
other hand, we have put forward an alternative pro- 
posal for reducing or eliminating the threshold in 
the treaty immediately* /further he addedjT we 
shall continue to work for sound arrangements which 
will not give the illusion of control without any 
substance. Aside from that, however, there are no 
limits to our willingness to negotiate on the 
scientific control system. 

Soviet Comments . The initial Soviet reaction to 
the proposals was to ignore them and to repeat the argu- 
ment that all the Western proposals were designed to set 
up a system of control without disarmament, which in 
effect would be nothing more than an intelligence network. 
In conclusion he said, 

the Soviet Union will be prepared, cLiii we have al- 
ready told you so repeatedly, to sign a treaty on 
general and complete disarmanent and to agree to 
any control over disarmament and consequently, over 
the discontinuance of nuclear weapon tests, but not 
to any control while the arms race and intensified 
military preparations continue j that is, the Soviet 
Union will not agree to control separated from dis- 
armament. 



Additional Western proposals . On August 30tt at the 
338ts meeting, the United States representative continued 
his discussion of the issues separating the two sides in 
an attempt to find some path to renew true negotiations; 
he said the main issue separating the two sides continued 
to be ti-^ Soviet stand on the "troika" and he reaffirmed 
that the West could never accept that proposal. However, 
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he continued , in order to settle the fears of the Soviet 
Union that a single administrator might prove partial to 
one side, the Western Powers were ready to introduce a 
draft amendment to the article on the fxmctions of the 
control commission which would authorize the Control Com- 
mission to remove an Administrator or Deputy Administrator 
for failure to comply with provisions of the treaty or for 
any other reason the Commission decides that it no longer 
has confidence in him. Such a decision will require the 
concurring votes of seven of the members of the Commission. 

Also in an attempt to settle another outstanding 
issue, he proposed that on-site inspection teams be com- 
posed on one half of either side of the original parties 
to the treaty, depending on the country inspected, and the 

other half of nationals of countries not associated with 

185 

any of the original parties, 

Soviet comments . The only Soviet comment that the 

Soviet representative made on these new proposals was to 

refer to the Scime argument that these discussions would 

not be necessary if the West would accept the Soviet pro- 

186 

posals on general and complete disarmeiment. 

Soviet Resumption of Nuclear Weapon Testing 

The 339tb meeting on September 4, 1961, opened fol- 
lowing the announcement on August 30tb that the Soviet 
Union had resxamed nuclear weapons tests thus breaking the 
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moratorium which had existed since 1958. The announcement 
on August 30to and the subsequent confirmation by the 
Western Powers that the Soviet Union had exploded a nu- 
clear device in the atmosphere did not create the proper 
atmosphere for wort'm/hile negotiations. 

The United States representative introduced two 

Western doc\iments. One a White House statement made on 

August 30, deploring the decision of the Soviet Union to 

resume testing. The other document was a joint proposal 

by President Kennedy and Prime Minister Macmillan to 

Premier Khrushchev dated Septomber 3, requesting that the 

three Governments agree, effective immediately, not to 

conduct tests which take place in the atmosphere and pro- 

187 

duce radioactive fall-out. 

The Soviet representative read into the record the 
statement of the Soviet Union on its decision to resume 
nuclear weapon testing. This statement put forth the 
Soviet view that it had to renew testing for military 
security reasons due to the current international situa- 
tion, Further, they contended that France— one of the 
United States and the United Kingdom NATO allies — had been 
conducting nuclear tests during the moratorium and hinted 
that the Western Powers were using this means to test 
their new weapons while the Soviet Union was refraining 
from nuclear testing, thus putting the Soviet Union in an 
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unequal position* The statement continued that plans have 

been completed for conducting a series of nuclear bomb 

tests of increased power, of twenty, thirty , fifty, and a 

hundred megatons of TNT and the powerful missiles to 

deliver these nuclear bombs to any point in the v/orld 

where an attack on the Soviet Union could be launched fron. 

The statement concluded by reaffirming the Soviet Union's 

desire and readiness to sign an agreement on general and 

complete disarmament which would also put an end to thermo- 
188 

nuclear tests. 

Recess of the Conference 

The final meeting of this conference during this 
period was held on September 9, 1961. 

The Soviet representative read into the record the 
statement of Premier Khrushchev rejecting the joint pro- 
posal of the United States and the United Kingdom made on 
September 3. He rejected their appeal, the statement said, 
because of several reasons. First, it did not take into 
accoxint the current state of international affairs. 

Secono, u*.eir statement separates the question of suspen- 
sion of nuclear tests from the general question of dis- 
armament. Third, the proposal would authorize underground 
tests for which the United States is prepared to increase 
its military knowledge plus it does not mention what their 
ally France will do. The statement repeated Soviet 
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argiiments that the only v/ay to solve the current problems 

would be to sign a treaty on general and complete disarma- 

189 

ment as proposed by the Soviet Union. 

The United States representative in commenting on 

the Soviet statement said that it was nothing more than a 

crude attempt at "atomic blackmail" in total disregard of 

the needs and welfare of mankind. In regards to the 

reason that the Soviet Union has consistently been trying 

to scuttle the nuclear weapon test ban talks, he said 

that unanswered question of why the Soviet Union 
becaiTic i^ore and more unyielding in its refusal to 
discuss the Western proposals, to submit proposals 
of its own, or even to negotiate at all, was 
finally answered last week. 

Summary 

When the Conference reconvened on March 21, 1961, 
there was high hopes that an agreement might be quickly 
reached. The initial Soviet proposal of an "administra- 
tive council" quickly ended this high optimism. The 
Western compromise proposals, also sixbmitted at the March 
21st meeting, vcre indeed an attempt to solve some of the 
outstanding issues. However, as the meetings progressed 
it became apparent that an impasse was imminent and the 
conference settled down into a series of arguments and 
counter-argu ..ants to positions of principle from which 
neither would move. The Western Powers had made their 
move on March 21st, but the Soviet Union failed to move 
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any toward the V/estern position and a deadlock ensued. 
Although, there was little hope for a breckthrough in the 
deadlock as some of the statements of both sides indicated, 
the VJest continued to try to find acceptable positions on 
some of the issues. For example, the Western proposal for 
the "sliding-scale” of inspections was one. The primary 
stumbling block remained the "troika" issue about which 
neither side v;ould change their position. An additional 
roadblock to agreement was introduced with the Soviet 
statement that it could not agree to control without dis- 
armament and because the conclusion of a test ban treaty 
would not be a reduction in armaments it recommended that 
the talks be merged into general and complete disarmament 
discussions which could settle many of the outstanding 
issues before the conference in Geneva, This proposal was 
rejected by the Western powers, and they reminded the 
Soviet Union that it was they who early in the negotiations 
kept insisting that the nucleeu: weapons test ban talks be 
kept separ^uv- from general disarmament agreements and to 
which the Western Powers made a concession in January 1959, 

The coupe de grace for this period was given when 
the Soviet Union resumed nuclear testing and refused to 
accept a Western proposal for an immediate ban on atmos- 
pheric testing. 

Thus, when this period ended, to carry the question 
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to the General Assembly of the United Nations, the pros- 
pects for reaching agreement appeared to be very din 
indeed* 



XI. THE TENTH PERIOD NOVEMBER 28, 1961 - 
JANUARY 29, 1962 



Introduction 

The tenth and final period of the Conference began 
on November 28, 1961, following an exchange of notes be- 
tween the three nuclear pov/ers* Thirteen meetings were 
held until the Conference ended in another deadlock when 
agreement could not even be reached on the communique to 
be issued at the close of the 353rd meeting on January 29, 
1962. 

The main topic discussed was the new Soviet draft 
treaty and the Western rejection of it. 

New Soviet Proposal 

At the 341st meeting on November 28, 1961, which 
marked the beginning of this :>eriod, the Soviet represen- 
tative introuuced a new Soviet proposal. In introducing 
this new proposal, he argued that a new approach was 
needed to the question of the discontinuance of nuclear 
weapon tests, "one which would eliminate the difficulties 
and obstacj.es which have hindered agreement in the past." 
He then proposed that the Conference 
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conclude immediately an appropriate agreement on 
the discontinuance of nuclear tests in the atmos- 
phere , under water and in outer space , that is , in 
these environments where the implementation of con- 
trol is not fraught with any serious technical 
difficulties.’* 

To verify these obligations, he declared, existing national 
technical system were sufficiently reliable. As to under- 
ground nuclear tests, he contended that 

the Soviet Government is of the opinion that States 
should undertake not to conduct such tests until 
agreement is reached on a system of control ove 
vinderground explosions as a constituent part of an 
international system of control over the implementa- 
tion of a programme of general and complete disarma- 
ment. 

He also went on to say that the time had arrived to include 
France in the negotiations. 

The Soviet representative then introduced a draft 
agreement which incorporated the Soviet position. This 
draft agreement read: 

The Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republic, the United States of America, the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and North<=rn Ireland and 
the French Republic , 

Proclaiming as their principal aim the speediest 
possible achievement of an agreement on general and 
complete disarmament v/hich would abolish for all 
time the threat of an outbreak of war, put an end 
to the armaments race and eliminate the incentive 
to the production and testing of all kinds of weapons , 
including nuclear and thermonuclear weapons, 

Believing that the renunciation by States of the 
testing of nuclear and thermonuclear v/eapons would 
itxcilitate the achievement of agreement on general 
and complete disarmament. 

Have for these purposes agreed as follows: 

Article 1 

The States Parties to this Agreement solemnly 
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undertake not to conduct tests of any kind of nu- 
clear or thermonuclear weapons in the atmosphere, 
in outer space or under water. 

Article 2 

For the purpose of exercising mutual supervision 
of compliance with the undertaking contained in 
Article 1 of this Agreement, the States Parties to 
this Agreement shall use their national systems of 
detecting nuclear and thermonuclear explosions. 

Article 3 

The States Parties to this Agreement undertake 
not to conduct any underground teats of nuclear 
weapons until they have agreed together on a system 
of control over such tests as a constituent part 
of an international system of control over comp"*! *^06 
with an agreement on general and complete disarma- 
ment. 

Article 4 

This Agreement shall enter into force immediately 
upon its signature by the Governments of the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United States of 
America, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland and the French Republic, and shall 
be open for adherence to it by all States, 



Western Reply to the New Soviet Proposal 

The United States representative initial comments 

on the new Soviet agreement and position were that it was 

a propaganda proposal and appears to he merely a proposal 

for a completely uncontrolled ban on nuclear tests. In 

essence, he said, it calls upon 

t;._ United States, the United Kingdom, France and the 
Soviet Union to obligate themselves to conduct no 
nuclear tests in the atmosphere, in outer space, 
underwater or undergrotind , but there is to be no 
international control machinery whatsoever to monitor 
this prohibition in the first three mentioned envi- 
ronments, where total reliance will be r laced upon 
national control capabilities, with apparently no 
international supervision and without even the means 
of finding out about what the national stations dis- 
cover or disseminating the findings of the national 
system. 
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As to xinderground tests, he continued, 

verification of the ban on underground tests, even 
the Soviet Union still appears to acknowledge that 
international controls are essential here, but • • • 
the Soviet proposal declares that no such control 
machinery can be set up except in the context of 
machinery established to monitor a treaty on general 
and complete disarmament. 

He Gv-clared that 

. • • the United States will undertake no paper 
commitments or meaningless gestures which can reward 
only the one Power, the Soviet Union, which has done 
its cynical utmost heretofore to thwart a sound 
internationally controlled nuclear test ban treaty. 

In regards to the inclusion of France in the nego- 
tiations, he declared that even though France became a 
nuclear power on its own since the negotiations began and 
was not a party to the original conference, the United 
States was prepared to accept any nuclear power to join in 
the deliberations, although the United States feels that 
additional powers would prolong the discussions. 

He stated in conclusion, 

it seems to us that such an approach as is outlined 
in the Soviet proposals which we have heard here 
today can only result in much delay in signing a 
sovind and effective internationally controlled 
treaty, and in consequent failure to end nuclear 
talks. i92 



Soviet Comments on the Western Comments on their New 
Proposal 

The Soviet representative stated in reply to the 
Western comments on the new proposal that 

we cannot but express regret that the United Kingdom 






94 







if^r.' r ^Wii vt:^>''>0* #tA«*j1A Ll^-:* ii ••«>« •it^ 

• « « ^. iMttnMiM^ »1* %U^*^«OG iJOlW <! > 



^ M* f-« 4 ..<i^ J • ij « « . 

t.rt fm ^_ — — ■ /■' *'**»r**'» *"r33^ ,o -ir«.. '.Ik.'ncr 

i^r I --. , - I -•* tf/'; ^1' •. at- 

X fi • ^ i'- tt:- tr’-,»‘‘j^9. ■ . jB",'.{ l*y f ■ « 

. -iT ««. •rSi" ' • ' ylLr ’^.'Jtrraifa^ 

D. #»irx * .'(t . f-’r-t' "M'_> v; -;*!^o»*‘*-a 

'‘■tU «*^a^ tukCj - CtA-** C> lk#« -Vta^v 

^:lo/ Mj •;>(MT*brt«»3 1^' »n < r4 « ••« 

»» I I c>J ts»w« »!»#< mmfi «.M» 4 •-'"W ^ «.» •^-^'JIQ ttiMb fiA-J*#! 

^AJJkU' r.V , *-• 




4 >«'i*’T'*^ *4#^ 



X JLS^ j • • < 4 

-I VMM 






'^»y< 



• V 




4 X. 



1 • 



«x.iU 40 4i AWC'tX: *• •■ . ««»4'14 mi a » ■■ < #4 

M'ii---'’ *• ^*^> ‘‘-'• -’V* Slr&»?TTrwW »J4 Iki 

0 I M A I «ll^/^tf ^| 9i fiJ.li dm u Lmn in 




>t#>; ^i4 .4Z« gcf • 4*il«i cd .\;i4»ir*rf 







G* fi #t £^jf tcdMl :4J* 



1 *iCl' 



••it 



ns*^%*K 



iMiita 4 * Ay> 



•».■■' «-* I *t» 1 ».< V ■^ ~ 



172 



and the United States delegations have been in such 
a hurry to utterance already to negative comments, 

I would even say attacks, without having familiarized 
themselves with the Soviet Government's statement or 
with the draft agreement, without having studied 
both these documents carefully and without having 
examined attentively the argumentation which we have 
expounded, and that they have declared offhand that 
this new proposal by the Soviet Union, this new 
initiative of ours, is virtually unacceptable. 1^3 

At the 344U» meeting on December 5kb, the Soviet rep- 
resentative introduced into the records of the Conference 
a Soviet Government statement which had been released on 
December 4». It repeated the argument that the Soviet 
proposal was put forth as the only solution to the dead- 
lock over the suspension of nuclear weapons tests. Further, 
it expressed regret that the Western Powers have not taken 
up this proposal but, instead, statements have been put 
forth that the Western Powers intend to continue testing 
in the futxire. The statement concluded by saying. 

The Soviet Government declares with all firmness 
that if the Western Powers continue nuclear weapon 
tests, including tests under ground, the Soviet 
Union will be compelled, in order to safeguard its 
security, to conduct such nuclear weapon tests as 
it deems necessary for the strengthening of its 
defensive capacity. 



Western Formal Rejection of the New Soviet Agreement 

On January 16, 1962, at the 350tt meeting when the 
Conference reconvened after a holiday recess from December 
21, 1961, the United States and the United Kingdom de- 
livered statements from their governments rejecting the 
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new Soviet proposal on a nuclear weapons test bein. In his 
remarks, the United States representative stated that the 
new Soviet proposal rejects the principle of international 
controls . 

It asks each participating State to monitor its own 
performance in fulfilling the treaty, even though 
this would be both technically and politically in- 
adequate. It seeks to annul and liquidate all the 
progress achieved in several years of negotiations 
to work out mutually acceptable treaty provisions 
for a control system. It requires the Western Powers 
to rely solely on a Soviet pledge not to test again 
at the very moment when a grievous Soviet violation 
of its last pledge to adhere to a moratorium on 
nuclear weapon tests is still fresh in our memories 
.... it is quite apparent why the United States 
Government must refuse to have anything at all to do 
with this retrogressive Soviet plan. 

He concluded his statement by saying , 

if the Soviet representative still refuses to nego- 
tiate on any basis other than the Soviet proposals 
and principles which the Government of the United 
States, after thorough and deliberate consideration, 
has fo\ind to be unacceptable, ... then we see no 
alternative to proceed along the lines of a second 
course of action." 

The second course of action he proposed was that the Con- 
ference adjourn while the question of an appropriately 
controlled test ban is considered, in relation to general 

disarmament and the corresponding international controls, 
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by the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee. 

The United Kingdom representative associated himself 
with the remarks made by the United States representative. 
He added further that the United Kingdom cannot agree that 
the Soviet proposals, which were submitted at the November 






i, «U Ui4eterr« m a»tVCt -tma 

-j>" t * #«4A«kM-« «^'i. •« i«^iE#i^ •••M V* ffwa 

Iirotr» :>i •! ^ a 4 1‘:*!<4^ ••i'» «mO 

. »li3«ifroti 

w.. »vt • ^i4Ji i>Ml»ifftiriit(i («••• sa 

f=tu/ 

-t.c '14 *'*■< i t ^ •(* tlv-« %iiU 

•<t« lij .j £clMpi/ linw^ >.i il mk^. 

(- -^Ti .,* *.it *4> • ■* c > 

^ A i • k ^ ^ Mff9 

i.,o. t r t-f- ' -I- A a»% 

C7''®9.. i*4.- UX-«* f * , -Vr*A^* 

%.■.■• •i-JT’ • v^t-* ‘■^ 

«a ^ju i ( •» tt ^ 

AaX'AuIiA^ -< ' C-ii ^•ir»*» i t £jiJ* -i » '» kMf 

i^S*f * •f»frt* ‘**^.* «'i • kX 1 ? . ♦ « • 

r*' !/• •*•• *JL foi* *C< 1*^ Aloj* T <■— » i 

. -* /i4iii* 

T^ t — [ <riif t » Ul li^ 

^ i;>i« 14* 

•j^9gm^ .(»«^-<-^- »iC9 4»%; '»w»g •i##* ***44 

*i%i|.;r][ >*rj «u *(f. »*4^^ 4 ai Ti tea 

U<^ •l,^««c8j*'i %• 

.A ♦-! t-X. • » . ^ 

(Aic«t • *V -a AU©.:!. - ,i >.* -•)/-.•««» 



n A*« •* .». 4^ t**^ • . • » ^JaooA• 

I ji»04 j'« *•> 9' <Q*& <Bi rrii *i4 ■ VAt*^ aos**"?:*! 

>- «i ,%irHJii5tft'> ^ »*••- HM-ixj^tyoor 

,-»:i^*g4,j r*^- i ^,r»y -*<^ ae« ^r... is 

^ ir-^ sr.^^ C'l 

• f m j t t r*ili * * ' ' ^ «>«i4<lv* ^1^'* 

»•/»•«» «.|t0* * ' •^—2- --T. <W»- 

MO -•xM « -miXmr- . *• «••• tJ 

I ^ t «m'/ • •'^'fw * 



174 



280> meeting, 

provide a satisfactory basis for negotiation of a 
treaty providing for the end of all nuclear testing 
in all environments with effective international 
control, because the Soviet proposal does not make 
any provision for an international supervision what- 
soever of the observance of such a treaty. 

He ended his statement by sa^lag that if the Soviet 
Government maintains the same rigid position since they 
offered their proposal on November 28tJ3 on a "take it or 
leave it" basis then the United Kingdom would support the 
second proposal put forth by the United States, that the 
Conference adjourn while the question is discussed at the 
forthcoming Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee discus- 
sions. 

Soviet Reply to Western Rejection of the New Proposal 

The Soviet representative attacked the Western re- 
jection of the Soviet proposal of November 28Ui and repeated 
his former arguments in support of the Soviet position. 

At the 352nd meeting on January 26», he introduced 
a Soviet Government statement in reference to the proposal 
of the United States that the Conference adjourn v;hile the 
Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee discusses the ques- 
tion. The statement declared that the Western proposal to 
end the negotiations came at just the time when there was 
a proposal before the Conference that could put an end to 
nuclear testing. It fiorther stated that the Soviet 



■’••■I 






\ 

i 




il 



175 



Government thought worthwhile negotiations could be held 
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and wished to continue the Conference, 

The Conference Adlourns 

The discussions continued until the 353rd meeting 
on January 29, 1962, without any apparent change in posi- 
tions* Therefore, the United Stctcs representative pro- 
posed at the 353rd meeting that the Conference recess 
immediately until a common basis for negotiations can be 
re-established either at the forthcoming meetings of the 
Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee Conference, through 
diplomatic channels, or through inl'ormal contacts among 
delegations at Geneva. 

The representative from the United Kingdom supported 
the proposal. 

The Soviet representative refused to accept the 
proposal and refused to agree to a recess of the Conference. 
He was willing to accept a declaration that the Conference 
had ended on the request of the United States and the 
United Kingdom. To this proposal the Western representa- 
tives refused to agree. 

The meeting was finally declared adjourned by the 
Chairmem and left to the next chairman to fix the date of 
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the next meeting in agreement with the other delegations. 
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XII . SUMMARY 

On January 29, 1962, after three hundred and fifty- 
three meetings that had their beginning on October 31, 

1958, the Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear 
Weapon Tests came to a close without reaching agreement. 
Although not officially closed, no further meetings of the 
Conference have been called. 

The Conference had come about a complete circle; it 
began with a brief general Soviet proposal to stop all 
nuclear weapon tests with only a brief token statement 
about control, and it ended with a Soviet proposal for 
agreement on a test ban with only national systems for con- 
trol. 

During the course of the negotiations up to about 
the middle of 1960, a great amount of progress had been 
made in an attempt to reach agreement on a test ban with 
effective controls. This can be seen by the number of 
adopted articles for an agreement in Appendix A. The 
articles of the treaty that were needed to complete th:? 
agreement were small, but the problems involved in these 
few articles were big. These articles brought forth basic 
principles on control from which neither side was willing 
to venture very far. 

In the end, it appears that the Soviet Union 
reached a decision sometime in 1960 that the West would 
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not move toward their position far enough to bring about 
agreement and that the Soviet position was the maximum 
acceptable amount of penetration of the Soviet Union she 
would accept. 

After the summer of 1960, the negotiations took a 
downhill turn and even with the many proposals put forth 
by the Western Powers in the early part of 1961, the 
Soviet Union’s position remained firm. 

The introduction of the "troika" proposal and the 
link to general and complete disarmament proposal by the 
Soviet Union presented further obstciCles to reaching 
agreement and virtually doomed the negotiations. The re- 
sumption of nuclear testing by the Soviet Union put the 
finishing touches on the negotiations. 

The November 28, 1961, proposal of the Soviet Union 
set forth the new Soviet position whereby she still de- 
sired a nuclear test ban but would not accept any controls 
in association with it. 

This new Soviet position ran directly contrary to 
the Western position that any agreement on disarmament 
must contain effective international control provisions. 

Thus, the negotiations had reached another impa se; 
and the Western Powers decided that until a more favorable 
negotiating climate could be developed, the negotiations 
would not have any worthwhile advantage in continuing them. 
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Therefore, on January 29, 1962, after 353 meetings, 
the Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon 
Tests became history. 
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CHAPTER IV 



CONFEREfrCC OP TI' Z EIGHTEEN-NATION COKT-IITTEC 
ON DISARIIAKENT MARCH 14, 1962 - 
JUNE 21, 1963 

I, EACKGROUITD 

After the Conference on Discontinuance of Nuclear 
Weapon Tests adjourned on January 29, 1962, after failure 
to reach a negotiable position, a series of private notes 
and talks transpired between the nuclear powers; and it 
was finally agreed that the nuclear weapons test ban issue 
be included in the discussions of the proposed Conference 
of the Eighteen-Nation Conmittee on Disartaament* This 
Committee was established after a series of notes and dis- 
cussions between the United States and the Soviet Union as 
a forum for the discussion of general and complete dis- 
armaunent and was scheduled to convene on March 14, 1962, 
in Geneva, Switzerland, 

The eighteen members were selected from five North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization members, five Warsav/ Pact 
members, and eight non-nuclear, non-aligned States, Thus, 
the members of the Committee for the forthcoming Conference 
were: the United States, the United Kingdom, Italy, Canada 

and France— the North Atlantic Treaty Organization members; 
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the Soviet Union, Czechoslovakia, Rumania, Poland, and 
Bulgaria — the Warsaw Pact members; Brazil, Burma, Ethiopia, 
India, Mexico, Nigeria, Sweden, and the United Arab 
Republic — the non-nuclecir and non-aligned members. France 
declined to attend the Conference because she believed 
that only nuclear powers could take positive steps towards 
worthwhile disarmament measures. 

II. THE FIRST PERIOD MARCH 14, 1962 - 
JUNE 15, 1962 

Introduction 

The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on 
Disarmament convened on schedule on March 14, 1962. They 
held fifty-six meetings in private session until the Con- 
ference recessed on June 15U>. Also, during this period, 
the Subcommittee on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon 
Tests was established with the United States, the Soviet 
Union, and the United Kingdom as members. The Subcommittee 
held eighteen meetings during this period. 

Although the Conference was called a conference on 
disarmament, the majority of the time was spent on the 
nuclear weapons test ban issue. The positions of both 
sides was well aired and the non-aligned members contri- 
buted to the discussion with the Eight— Nation memorandum 
on April 16, 1962. 
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Opening Debate 

After procedural matters had been attended to, the 
Conference began to hear opening statements; euid it be- 
came immediately clear that the major issue would be the 
question of the nuclear weapons test ban. 

At the second meeting, the Soviet representative 
criticized the United States for deciding to resume atmos- 
pheric testing in the latter part of April and further 
stated that the Soviet Union would reply in kind. 

The United States representative in his opening 
remarks said that the United States was prepared to mak«a 
every reasonable effort to reach agreement on a nuclear 
weapons test ban agreement. He added, 

I had expected that a number of representatives 
might express here their regrets that the Soviet 
Union and the United States had resumed nuclear 
testing. But I had supposed that there was one 
delegation - that of the Soviet Union - which could 
not have found it possible to criticize the United 
States for doing so.^ 

The other representatives in their opening remarks 
also called for renewed efforts to reach agreement on a 
nuclear weapons test ban. The Indian representative sug- 
gested an alternate approach to the problem. He suggested 
that 



If the idea is that one cannot take for granted 
the results of the detection efforts by any one or 
the three countries involved in this matter - that 
is to say, if the United States is not prepared to 
accept the judgment on this score of the United 
Kingdom or the Soviet Union, or the other w*y round - 
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it may be wortn considering whether scicntic de- 
tection stations could be established by national 
efforts in other countries or could be interna- 
tionally established. If it is possible to s 
bases all round the world to manufacture these 
vi^eapons, it should also be possible to establish 
these peace stations in various parts of the world, 
in countries, that are only partly committed or are 
uncommitted to the two blocs. Then, in the event of 
<m explosion, the results would come in from every- 
where. 

He contended that the problem is one of detecting 
nuclear explosions and that detection would establish 
proof of violation of a test-ban agreement. He added, 
"there had to be agreement, but agreements cannot be left 
to trust. 

The Ethiopian representative suggested an inter- 
national scientific system of verification to resolve 

3 

differences in results of national detection systems. 



Establishment of a Subcommxttee on a Treaty for the 
Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapons Tests 

On March 21, 1962, at the meeting of the Con- 
ference, they approved the esteJblishment of a Subcommittee 
on a Treaty for the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapons 
Tests composed of the United States, the Soviet Union, and 
the United Kingdom. The sxjbcommittee would pursue private 
talks towards reaching agreement on a Treaty for the Dis- 
continuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests. 

Subcommittee meetings . At the first meeting of the 



subcommittee, the Western representatives introduc<*d a 
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proposal to amend the ’ est .rn draft treaty of April 18, 
1961, as amended on May 29, 1961 and August 30, 1961,^ 

The proposed amendments were: 

1, Provisions for safeguarding other States 
against the consequences of preparations for test- 
ing* This would consist, in large part, of declara- 
tions on the part of heads of States that there will 
be no preparations for testing, and agreed rights to 
inspect, a certain number of times per year, equal 
numbers of declared sites on each side, 

2, Provisions to shorten the time spent before 
the beginning ■'f the inspection process. This would 
primeurily be a question of the way the preparatory 
commission functioned and agreement to cooperate in 
speeding up, by all possible means, the establishment 
of detection facilities including temporary control 
posts • 

3, Provisions to make the treaty compr _hensive 
from the outset. This v;ould mean, in essence, re- 
duction to zero of the present threshold of 4,75 
degrees seismic mavjnitude, 

4, Provisions to allocate an agreed limited 
nvimber of inspections within the inspection quota c 
to zones which had normally little seismic activity. 

The Soviet representative rejected the new Western 
proposal and accused the West of submitting proposals that 
they knew were not acceptable. He reaffirmed the Soviet 
proposal of November 28, 1931, as the only basic for agree- 
ment and repeated the argument that national systems wert. 
now capable of detecting any explosion in any environment,^ 

On March 22nd at the 2nd Subconunittee meeting, the 
United Kingdom declared that the Western Powers were pre- 
pared to negotiate on the Western draft treaty as mooified 



we are ready to do more than that; ue are ready to 
scrap our draft treaty completely and to start all 
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over again. V/e only ask that a nuclear test ban 
agreement should provide for some adequate measure, 
a minimum measure of international verification. ^ 

The Soviet rt* pr*» scntativc rofusea to be swayed by 

any arguments that the Western representatives put forward 

and repeated his arguments on the appropriateness of the 

Soviet proposal of Novrember 28tJ for a complete ban on 

nuclear weapons tests and reliance on national detection 

8 

systems which he declared were now completely adequate, 

Subconmitte: deadlocked . Cn March 22nd, the Sub- 
committee submitted their report to the Conference and 
declared that they had oeen uneible to report ,.ny progress 
in reaching agrcam4.nt. 

Deadlock continueo but positions aired . The Sub- 
committee reconvened on March 28!S, but there was no change 
in positions and -»;e deadlock continued. However, certain 
points were aired that set xorth the basic positions 
clearer. 

The Soviet argument ooiled down to that she could 
not accept controls and iast>oction v-/ithout genuine disaxr-- 
ment because it v/ould be nothing but a disguise for 
espionage which would bo a tlu:cat to her national security. 
The Soviet representative argued that because there had 
not been any complaints or accusations from the •/estern 
Powers during the moratorium, this proves the adequacy of 
national detection systems. 
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The United States representative in rtply to the 
Soviet argument that there nad not been any Western com- 
plaints during the moratorium and thus prove- tha 
tiveness of national systems said, 

... the fact is tnar although we in the United 
States knew that the United States itself was not 
conducting any nuclear tests we did not know at all 
what was taking place on the territory of the Soviet 
Union » • • . Yes, indeed, our scientists did record 
hundreds of seismic or acoustic signals during foose 
three years of negotiation, and some of them may 
have looked as i f they could have been caused by a 
secret underground nuclear detonation, or pex'haps 
by very heavy chemical explosions, or perhsps by 
earthquakes. But how could we say anything at all: 
v/e had no data enabling us to identify one detected 
signal from another as a nuclear explosion: we had 
no right whatsoever to seek an on-site ins action; 
we did not wish to voice suspicions in a way that 
might interfere with the test ban nagotiations. 5o 
we had to keep our silence, with our meiny unconfxrii-ed 
suspicions some of which did emerge in the press or 
in public statements by private individuals .... 

I submit that nothing could prove more cltixly the 
need for an xncernational control syst«tra, for whether 
the Soviet Union was or <’as not testing, meu / people 
in the United States believed that during this 
period the Soviet Union was secretly testing, and nil 
we, the Government, could say was that we had no 
evidence. 9 



U- f C’ ‘•^sion of the Nuclear tJeapons Test Dan Shifts to thtt 
Conference 

With continued deadlock in the Subcommittee, liscussion 
on the test ban issue shifted to the Conferenc*. 

At the 13ti and 14b Meetings of the Conference, the 
non-aligned members of the committee kept tha attaf»tJLon of 
the Conference on the nuclear weapons test isss>e and 

proposed several methods of breaking the continuing deadlock. 
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The Burmese representative proposed that a more 
simple system could be used, eliminating international 
control posts from the territories that ohject t<^ them but 
retaining the right of conducting an agreed number of 
properly safeguarded on-site insoections by an interna- 
tional control organization.^® 

The Swedish representative recommended further use 
of existing scientific establishments which could be co- 
ordinated into an International system, further, he 
recommended the establishronnt of a commission contposed of 
prominent scientists to analyze the data i'eceived from 
these stations to determine if a violation hau incurred. 

He also asked that invitational insoection ni-ihi be the 
solution if coupled with the right of withdrawal of the 
other parties if it is refused. 

The Mexican representative made a similar recommen- 
dation in relation to inspection, but he went fiorther to 
say that the country concerned would be required to furnish 
additional reports and data and the control cofMBission 
should have the right to confirm the data by direct ob- 
servation.^^ 

Summary of the United States position . On April 4U> 
at the 15tJ> meeting of the Conference, the United States 
representative summarised the present United States posi- 
tion. He stated it as: first, the United states wanted a 
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test-ban treaty which gave reasonable assurance that all 

coiontries were stopping tests and would be unable to 

resume them without being exposed; second, the United 

States believed that only an international control system 

with a network of control posts, aircraft sampling flights, 

and on-site inspections, together with an internationally 

organized headquarters offered an adequate technical basis 

for control; third, only an international system was 

politically sound, for without it there could be no way ’co 

obtain impartial data and settle disjutes; fourth, the 

United States was not wedded to a single formula and 

willing to examine all suggestions; fifth, the United 

States was unable to find any justii ication for the Soviet 

13 

rejection of xnternational controls. 

Summary of the Soviet Position . 7'he Soviet repre- 
sentative at the 155* meeting also suiw incized the Soviet 
position. He staced that the Soviet Union still maintained 
that national systems of detection a.nu identification wcee- 
fully sufficient. In relation to t.’ - question of cn-sitc 
inspections, he declared that the Soviet would not 

agree to international inspection of unid'-.ntll’ied cvt_nt» 
on its territory, short of agreement on general and cou- 
plete discurmament . He then introduced a iovict Government 
statement which attributed lack of progress to thr resump- 
tion of nuclear tests by the United States which was not 
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"conducive to businesslike negotiations on general and 

complete disarmament." The statement blamed the V/estern 

Powers for the failure of the coiaference because they 

refused to acknowledge that national systems v;ore adequate 

for control and the reluctance of the .estern rov;i_rs to 
14 

stop testing. 

The Question of Continued Tests and a Morato-lym 

The conference discussion shifted to consideration 
of the question of testing by ?^uclear P'^wcrs '.•hils the 
conference v;as meeting. 

On April 9i^, President Kennedy and Prime Minister 
Macmillan sent a joint letter to Premier Khrushchev v/hich 
basically stated that if the Soviet •’^nion could ' ^t recon- 
sider its position and express a readiness to accept the 

principle of international verification, then the pl^nne-' 

15 

nuclear tests for April would go forv/ard as planned. 

On Apx'il 12ii>, Premier Khrushchev replied to the 
joint letter and accused the V/estern Po-ers of trying to 
force inspection on the Soviet Union for other than control 
reasons. He reaffirmed the validity of the Sov.et pro- 
posal of a comprehensive test ban treaty '>'ith the us*x oi 
national systems for verification and control. 

Conference discusses the testing jgsu« . On April 
12tb at the 19b meeting, the non-aligned memb‘*rs of the 
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Conference called on the Nuclear Powers not to resume 
testing while the negotiations were continuing. 

The Soviet representative announced at the April 

12ti meeting that the soviet Union would agr«-e to ronounce 

nuclear testing v/hile negotiations were taking pl:ce in rhe 

Conference. In concluding his statement, he said "the 

Soviet Union was ready to consider seriously all the points 

of view put forweurd in the present meeting and in the 

earlier debates on this question." ?*urther he said, the 

Soviet Union will "ponder all possibilities that may ofier 

themselves in order to insure the signing of a treaty 

putting an end to all forms of testin -t r.ucle*'*r 
17 

weapons." 

United States rejects new So /let oifc-ii for a mora- 
torium . Also on April 12b, the United States department 
of State relwased tatement rej»_ctxng tn»- ofier 

for a nev/ moratorium anu termed it "another unfortunate 
effort to substitute paper pledges lor gumante^^O agrv<- 
ipents." In rejecting the moratoriur-i, the stateifle: t con- 
tended that 

the United States does not intend to plc.ee its secu- 
rity and the security of its allies «*t the mercy of 
Soviet on-agaip-oif-tgain ta^cics. are. /edUy to 

conclude an effective test ban agreement now. But 
we cannot be led into another paper pledge whicr , 
far from guaranteeing a halt to nucleaur testing, 
would only give rise to o false s«»s* of security 
and provide yet e-nother opportunity tor the Sovjjtt 
Union to prepare in secret for its own nucld«u. 



lift |i 




203 



The Eight-Nation Merooranduun 

On April 16ti at the 21st meeting of the Conference, 
the representatives of Brazil, Burma, Ethiopia, India, 
Mexico, Nigeria, Sweden, and the United Ar«xb Republic 
introduced a joint memorandum putting forth certain sug- 
gestions and ideas for the Nuclear Powers to considesr as a 
possible means of breaking the deadlock that was preventing 
them from reaching agreement on a nuclear weapons test ban. 
The memorandum stated that there were certain areas 
of agreement as well as existing differences, and these 
areas of agreement should be explored fiirther and extended. 
They commended for the consideration of the Nuclear powers 
the following suggestions euid ideas as a means of extending 
the areas of agreement and to assist them in reaching a 
final agreement on banning nuclear tests. 

, • • possibilities exist of establishing by agree- 
ment a system for continuous observation and effec- 
tive control on a purely scientific and non-political 
basis. Such a system might be based and built upon 
already existing national networks of observation 
posts euid institutions, or if more appropriate, on 
certain of the existing posts designated by agreement 
for the purpose together, if necessary, with new 
posts established by agreement. The existing net- 
works already include in their scientific endeavours 
the detection and identification of manmade explo- 
sions, Improvement could no doubt be achieved by 
furnishing posts with advance instrumentation • . , , 
Furthermore, the feasibility of constituting by 
agreement an International Commission, consisting of 
a limited number of highly qualified scientists, 
possibly from non-aligned countries together with 
the appropriate staff might be considered. This 
Coitanission should be entrusted with the tasks of 
processing all data received from the agreed system 
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of observation posts and of reporting on any nuclear 
explosion or suspicious event on the basis of thorough 
and objective examination of all the available data. 
All parties to the treaty should accept the obliga- 
tion to furnish the Commission with the facts neces- 
sary to establish the nature of any suspicious and 
significant event. Pxirsuant to this obligation the 
parties to the treaty could invite the Commission 
to visit their territories and/or the site of the 
event the nature of which was in doubt .... 

Should the Commission find that it was unable to 
reach a conclusion on the natxire of a significant 
event it would so inform the party on whose territory 
that event had occurred, and simultaneously inform 
it of the points on which urgent clarification seemed 
necessary. The Party and the Commission should con- 
sult as to what further measures of clarification, 
including verification in loco , would facilitate 
the assessment. The parFy concerned would, in ac- 
cordance with its obligation referred to . . . 
above, give speedy and full cooperation to facilitate 
the assessment. 

After full examination of the facts, taking into 
account any additional data fxirnished to it as sug- 
gested above, the International Commission would 
inform the parties to the treaty of all the circum- 
stances of the case and of its assessment of the 
concerned event. 

The parties to the Treaty would be free to deter- 
mine their action with regard to the treaty on the 
basis of reports furnished by the International 
Commission . . • 



Western and Soviet Interpretation of the Memorandum 

Soviet Interpretation . On April 19ti, >he Soviet 
representative introduced a statement from the Soviet 
Government welcoming the Eight-Nation proposal. The state- 
ment set forth that the Soviet Government interprets the 
memorandum as involving national networks of detection 
posts only, plus an international commission which would 
process and analyze data. As to the question of inviting 
the international commission to conduct on-site inspections 
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of suspicious events ) the statement said this should be 

decided by the States themselves. The Soviet Union It 

said would be willing to study the proposal as a basis for 

further negotiations and would agree to a moratorium 

20 

during the negotiations if the West did likewise. 

Western interpretation . The representative of the 
United Kingdom said he Interpreted the memorandxim to mean 
that it endorsed the principles of International control 
and on~slte Inspection and further that the United Kingdom 
would accept It as a basis for negotiatl<xi if the Soviet 
Union accepted this interpretation of it. 

The United States representative stated that the 
United States position remained that the international 
commission must have unquestioned right of Inspection. He 
argued that a State could physically prevent on-site Inspec- 
tion but the legal right of Inspection must be recognized. 

To support this argument he said, 

if there was ambiguity In the treaty on this point, 
or on the relationship between the lnte'>vational 
control coBcnlssion and the several Stat parties 
to the treaty, and If the responsibility for the 
preventing this on-site inspection could not be 
laid firmly on any party to the treaty this would 
affect the decision of other parties to consider 
themselves free of their treaty obligations, and 
the world would not know precisely what had hap- 
pened • 

In relation to the Soviet statement In reference to 
the Eight-Nation proposal, the United States representative 
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remarked, that it appeared that the Soviet Union was will- 
ing to negotiate only on those aspects of the proposal 
that were cc»npatible with their position but to ignore the 
provisions involving international control and on-site 
inspection* He added, however, that the United States was 
willing to use the proposal for further discussions if the 
Soviet Union did not reject international controls and 
adequate on-site inspection* 

He denied the Soviet claim of the detection and 
identification capabilities of national systems to monitor 
all nuclear explosions and requested the Soviet Union to 
introduce scientific evidence to support their claim* 

As to the question of an uncontrolled moratorium, 
he said, 

the United States was prepared to negotiate on the 
basis of the principles of the United States/United 
Kingdom draft treaty and the experts reports of 
1958 and 1959, but it would renounce tests only when 
a soimd and reasonable test ban treaty providing for 
measures of effective international control and 
adequate and objective scientific on-site inspection, 

had been signed. 22 

Soviet comments on Western interpretation * The 
Soviet representative in exercising his right of reply 
stated that the United States and the United Kingdom were 
only willing to continue the negotiations if the Soviet 
Union accepted their conditions* He also charged them 
with rejecting the Eight-Nation memorandum as a basis for 
further negotiations* He repeated the Soviet position 



207 



that no chance of agreement could come about with nuclear 
explosions in the backgroiind and reaffirmed the Soviet 
willingness to agree to a moratorium during the negotia- 
tions,^^ 

Subcommittee Discusses the Sight-Nation Proposal 

Despite the apparent difference of interpretation 
of the Eight-Nation memoranda the Nuclear Powers agreed 
to discuss the memorandum in the Subcommittee, 

At the 9Ui meeting of the Subcommittee on April 
the United States representative charged the Soviet Union 
of unilaterally misinterpreting the Eight-Nation proposal. 
He added that if progress is to be made, the Western 
Powers must know whether the Soviet Union waus really 
changing its position and wa? now willing to accept a 
properly staffed and financed international control organi- 
zation aufid to permit on-site inspection on its territory 
when requested by the international coiamission,^^ 

The Soviet representative refused to add to the 
previous Soviet interpretation of the proposal vmtil the 
Western Powers had accepted the proposal as a basis *or 
negotiation. He accused the Western Powers of maintaining 
their previous position while considering the new pro- 
posal, 

At the April 24tt meeting of the Subcommittee, the 
Soviet representative clarified the Soviet view of where 
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the Eight-Nation proposal fit in between the Soviet pro- 
posal and the Western proposal* He stated that the Eight- 
Nation ntemoranduni a compromise between the Western 
draft treaty which provided for 12-20 inspections a year 
and the Soviet proposal of November 28 which proposed none 
because it proposed inspection by invitation. He continued 
that the international sci^tific commission proposed by 
the memorandum was a compromise between the Western demand 
for a world network of control posts and the Soviet pro- 
posal which relied on national detection systems* He also 
declared in concluding his statement that the Soviet Union 
did not object to the creation by agreement of new observa- 
tion posts to transmit data to the international commission 

26 

as proposed by the memorandum* 

The Uhited States representative also at the April 

24tt meeting of the Subcotmnittee clarified the Western 

interpretation of the Eight-Nation raeraorandim and said it 

implied the following verification arrangements i 

1* Effective detection through an in»- •-rnational 
network of control posts which may be based on exist- 
ing national systems » supplemented by international 
stations or a combination of both* 

2* An international organ or body whose duty 
will be receiving and processing data from the cor • 
trol posts, and thereafter taking action on the 
basis of t^ data it receives and analyzes from 
this new system of control posts* 

3* Some effective means of establishing the 
identity of any detected event where data from the 
detection apparatus are in themselves inadequate 
to determine whether a nuclear explosion or a 
natural event took placet and 
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4# An obligation - I repeat, obligation - on 
the part of the coimtry on whose territory the 
unidentified event has taken place to allow this 
international organ or body the right to identify 
the event in the only way possible • • • by sending 
to the territory of the country where the uniden- 
tified event has taken place an objective, scientific 
inspection team which will report back to the inter- 
national organ or body. 

He continued that, although the United States be- 
lieves that a truly international system of control posts 
is best, it is prepared to examine the possibility of con- 
structing, on the basis of existing systems, 

an international, supplemented or integrated control 
post network which will give the necessary degree of 
assurance and which, through mechanical, technical 
and other safeguards will also provide reli^tble 
scientific and trustworthy data. 

In relation to the international scientific or head- 
quarters body, he stated, there was general agreement on 
this point in the past and there appears to be agreement on 
this point now. However, he added, this body must be: 

(1) armed with an agreed and objective series of 
criteria against which to check recorded data from 
properly placed control posts with appropriate in- 
strumentation in order to determine, whe -iver pos- 
sible, that a nuclear test has or has net taken 
place; 

(2) provided with agreed criteria with which to 
isolate, those data which are only indicative of the 
fact that a test could have taken place, where it 
is not possible by the use of data from detection 
systems instrirmentation to ensure that a test has 
not taken place; 

(3) equipped with procedures and methods to 
ensure that the data showing testing could have 
taken place are adequately investigated so that the 
true nature of a particular unidentified event is 
scientifically established; aivl 
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(4) staffed with impaurtial, scientific personnel 
so that all participating States can have confidence 
2 ind trust in the objectivity of whatever conclusions 
the body may draw. 

He concluded his statement by summarizing the views 
of the United States in reference to the issues contained 
in the Eight-Nation memorandum. He stated these views as; 
first, there appears to be agreement between the two sides 
that the memorandum can be an effective and useful docu- 
ment and that it can be one of the basis for further nego- 
tiations, but not an exclusive basis; and second, there is 
also apparent recognition of the necessity of an inter- 
national network of control posts, the requirement for an 
international scientific headquarters body, and the need 

for an effective means to identify certain events which 

27 

might be nuclear explosions. 

The discussions in the Subcommittee continued, but 
there was no appreciable change in positions in reference 
to the interpretation of the Eight-Nation memorandum. At 
the May 3rd Subcommittee meeting, the Soviet r • resenta- 
tive said that the meetings had reached an impasse be- 
cause of the Western continued adherence to their old 

positions on international control and mandatory on-site 
28 

inspections. 

Non-aligned Nations Express their Views on the Impasse 



On Kay at the 34tii meeting of the Conference, the 
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non-aligned members discussed the pr’oblem of the impasse 
in the Subcommittee. They did not offer any interpreta- 
tion of their memorandum because they felt that this was 
up to the Nuclear Powers to interpret the memorandum, but 
they did make some suggestions. 

The Mexican representative suggested that the 
Nuclear Powers study the network of observation posts, the 
composition of the commission and the principle of inter- 
national control. He stressed that it was not possible to 
guareuitee treaty observance through coercive means, ”the 
only sanction was moral condemnation by public opinion and 
the fact that the offended party would automatically con- 
sider itself freed from the obligations imdertaken under 
the treaty." He added, 

in view of the situation, it seems to us that it 
is becoming increasingly urgent and essential every 
day to draw up an agreement fixing now - I repeat, 
now - the date for the discontinuance of nuclear 
tests, even if this cannot be before the conclusion 
of the series of explosions already begun and before 
the beginning of the answering series azinounced by 
the Soviet Union. The plans of both parti-is for 
carrying out explosions must have an end, and this 
end should be fixed now in a treaty ... so ""h »t 
this year or the beginning of next year may s.c- a. 
definite end to the senseless nuclear competition.-^ 

The Swedish and Indian representatives urged the 
nuclear powers to stop arguing zibout interpretation and 
discuss the issues.^® 
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Deadlock Continues in the Subcommittee 

On May llifc at the 13ti meeting of the Subcommittee , 

the Soviet representative stated that the Eight-Natic 

proposal could serve as a framework of agreement and -ked 

the Western representatives to record agreement on the 

following principles: first , use of existing national 

detection systems, supplenvented where necessary by other 

observation posts established by agreement; second, on an 

international commission of scientists with appropriate 

31 

staff; and third, on inspection by invitation* 

The W“ stern representatives refused to agree because 
they considered this proposal as being too general and un- 
clean:, and suggested a meeting of technical experts to 

discuss the possibilities of national systems and addi- 

32 

tional observation posts. 

The Soviet representative in reply stated that this 
course would only add to the deadlock. He added that the 
Soviet Union would agree to set up the internet j onal 
commission if the Western Powers accepted national sy- 1« , 

and they would agree to inspection if the V/est agreed that 
it should takv* place by invitation. 

In relation to the qu-jstion of whether the Soviet 
Union would, in fact, invite inspection, he replied, ”in 
individual cases scientists belonging to the international 
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cc»aiai8slon should be invited to establi h ^ loco the 

33 

nature of events about which doubt has arisen*” 

At the final Sxjbcoromittee meeting during this 
period on May 29ti», the United States representative ora- 
marized the current situation in the negotiations* 

He denied the claim of the Soviet Union that 
existing national systems could detect and identify all 
nuclear explosions* He analyzed the current Soviet posi- 
tion as using the existing national systems end not supple- 
menting them as had been proposed where necessary* He 
said it also appears that national systems would only 
report data to the International commission relating to 
events considered suspicious by each national system under 
the Soviet proposal* 

In relation to the international commission^ he con- 
tended that such an international commission tinder the 
Soviet proposal would not bother the Soviet Union at all* 

He pointed out that under the Soviet proposals the com- 
mission would simply have to analyze such d *a as national 
networks chose to provide and then try to settl*. 
questions by discussion with the paurty concerned* At most, 
he continued, a party might ’*on occasions of its own 
choosing, decide for its own reasons to invite a few 
members of the commission to pay what would amount to a 
purely social visit to some innocuous site*” 
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In conclusion, h« said that there was still no 

clezu: evidence that the Soviet Uhion had moved from their 

34 

November 28, 1961, position. 

Suiamary 

On June 15, 1962, the Conference took a recess 
until July 16, 1962. Before the rcrress there were several 
meetings at which the representatives sucunarlzed t'~ 
views on the. pi ogress of the Conference. All recognized 
the value of the uight-Nation proposal, but there was 
still a wide difference of opinion in the Interpretatic • 
of that proposal by the West and the Soviet Union. Al- 
though there did not appear to have been any appreciable 
progress, there had been a wide airing of views which 
prompted the Eight-Nation Memorandum; and even though 
the issues remained deadlocked, the positions were more 
clearly recognized. 

Thus, the first period of the Conference of the 
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament came to a close 
after fifty-six plenary sessions and eighteen meetings of 
the Subcommittee on a Treaty for the Discontinuance of 
Nuclear Weapon Tests dxxring which the majority of the 
discussion revolved around the continued quest for a 
nuclear w> apons test ban agreement. 
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III. THE SECOND PERIOD JULY 16, 1962 - 
SEPTEMBER 7, 1962 

Introduction 

The second period of the Coirference of the Eighteen- 
Nation CoFunittee on Disarmament commenced when the Con- 
ference reconvened on July 16, 1962. Before the Conference 
recessed on September 7, 1962, twenty-six plenary sessions 
were held - td the Subcorarnlttee on a Treaty for the Discon- 
tinuance of Nuclear V/oapon Tests held seven formal meetings. 

Debate continued in the plenary meetings and the 
Subcommittee over the interpretation of the Eight-Nation 
Memorandum. The introduction of two draft treaties, one 
comprehensive and the other for a partial ban, by the 
United States and the United Kingdom on August 27, 1962, 
put the Western position into concise treaty language. 

The non-aligned members of the Conference continued to 
put forth various suggestions in an effort to bring the 
Nuclear Powers together to work towards an acceptable 
solution of the nuclear weapons test ban issue. As in the 
first period, the nuclear weapons test ban issue remained 
the major topic discussed during this period. 

United States Introduces Report on Project Vela 

On July 16, 1962, at the first plenary meeting of 
this period, the United States representative introduced 
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the preliminary findings of Project Vela, the seismic re- 
search program carried out by the Uhited States* The 
United States representative commenting on this prelimi- 
nary report of the results of the program said, 

the problems involved in this report of research 
are the central ones in the negotiation of a com- 
prehensive test ban* The questiens both of the 
respective capabilities of distemt and close-in 
instruTuentation to detect and identify seismic 
disturbances , and of the way in which all types of 
instrum. ’ife jt ion can be best combined in a control 
system, are crucial in determining the level of 
control system effectiveness* These questions 
also give the measure, as well as the extent, to 
which on-stte inspections must be employed* 

He suggested that because of the importance of this 

scientific data that the conference spend several meetings 

either formal or informal discussing this data and also 

look at some implications this data has on the issues 

35 

before the conference* 

Soviet Union rejects the new data * On July 20« at 
the 21st meeting of the Subcommittee, the Soviet represen- 
tative denied the necessity to conduct scientific research 
for reaching an accord on a nuclear test ban* He contended 
that the new scientific data was not •'germane" to the 
present negotiations and that "if there really is anything 

new in these data, this new material tenus to support our 

36 

position and not yours*" 

We 'tern reply to Soviet rejection * At the 22nd Sub- 



committee meeting, the United States representative denied 
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the Soviet charge that the new data would support the 

Soviet case and not the Western. He argued that 

these findings do not demonstrate the possibility 
of doing away with either international control 
posts located on various parties territory or the 
necessity for a certain appropriate number of on- 
site inspections to determine the precise nature 
of unidentified events.^' 

Debate About Testing During the Negotiations 

Soviet Union resumes testing . When the Sovre 
Union annou*i-Ci on July 21st that they intended to conduct 
anothvx series of atmospheric tests, this started extensive 
debate on the subject in the Conference. 

United States comments . At the GOifc meeting of the 
Conference on July 24tJ>, the United States representative 
remarked , 

After the Soviet Union last year abandoned the 
moratorium and conducted a series of more than forty 
tests, I suppose that it felt that it had a right to 
test last. Be that as it may, members here will 
remember that, even after that scries of more than 
forty tests, the United Kingdom and the United States 
made proposals for the stoppage of testing at that 
point and forever --the principal price for which, 
in terms of assurance, was that international inspec- 
tion be permitted to look at less than one part in 
two one-thousands of Soviet territory in any given 
year. That v/as after that series of tests and before 
the recent United States series of tests, but even 
that farthing \^a.s not paid to bring this testing to 
and end. 

He concluded by saying, 

there is suspicion that even a tiny bit of inter- 
nation-1 inspection involves espionage affecting 
the socurity of the Soviet Union. But, surely, 
we can find some way not to have to deal with this 
problem of good faith; arrangements which make it 
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irrelevant; arrangements which provide assxirance; 
arrangements upon which confidence can be built in 
the light of experience, as we move forward. 38 

Soviet defense of position . At the 22nd Sxibcom- 

mittee meeting on July 26ti>, the Soviet representative 

denied that the Soviet Union had broken the moratorium. 

He referred to President Eisenhower’s statement of December 

29, 1959, when he said that the United States was no longer 

bound by the moratorium and to France’s "systematically" 

39 

carrying out bomb tests in the Sahara. 

United States reply . The United States represent ■»- 
tive, in exercising his right of reply, simply said that 
President Eisenhower did not say that the United States 
would test and "indeed it did not do so," further he added 
that Premier Khrushchev on January 14, 1960, had said that 
the Soviet Union would not renew tests if the West did not 
resume testing. In reference to the last to test argument, 
he said, that the Soviet Union was the last to test before 
the moratorium went into effect in November 1958.^^ 

Interpretation of the Eight-Nation Memorandum 

Western interpretation continued . At the 21st 
Subcommittee meeting on July 20u>, the United States rep- 
resentative reviev/ed the major principles of the Eight- 
Nation Memorandum. He pointed out that the memorandum 
stipulated that the system might be based and built upon 
existing networks of observation posts, supplemented if 
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necessary by new posts by agreement. He continued | there- 
fore, 

if agreement on a control system had to be reached 
by the parties to a treaty which by definition, would 
be an international agreement, the system as a whole 
would be international in character. /In conclusion 
he contendedjT the obligation to accept on-site in- 
spections by the representatives of the commission is 
in reolity part and parcel of ti a obligation to fur- 
nish the commission with the facts necessary to 
establish the nature of any suspicious and aign^--cant 
event.’! 

Soviet comments on Western interpretation . The 

Soviet representative stated that it was the United states 

representative’s interpretation alone which accorded the 

system of control posts an international character and that 

this was not inherent in the memorandum. He argued that 

the memorandum called for a national network and not an 

42 

international netv;ork. 

Controversy continues . At the 22nd meeting of the 
Subcommittee on July 26tJ», the debate over interpretation 
of the Eight-Nation Kemorandum continued. The United 
States representative continued to maintain his position 
that the memorandum ’’explicitly” called for a system of 
international control posts and obligatory on-site inspec- 
tions. He pointed out that the United St^^tes accepted the 
memorandum as ’’one basis’* for further negotiations and that 

proposals such as the Mexican and Brazilian proposals, 

43 

should be welcomed. 

The Soviet representative replied that the West 
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was reading into the memoranduzn an interpretation of its 
own. He continued to argue that the cienorandum was ex- 
plicit in its description of control posts as being 
nationally manned and that inspection was not obligatory. 

He did admit, however, that there were some missing parts 
in the memoranau:.. that were subject to interpretation, but 
the basic parts were being given a different interprets on 
by the West, 

The Mexican and Brazilian Proposals Brought to the 
Forejfrbn^" ~ ' ' ' ’ ' ' ' ' ' ~ ^ n , 

The Mexican proposal suggesting a cut-off date for 
nuclear testing and the Brazilian proposal for a limited 
test bzin for tests in the atmosphere and outer space were 
given wide discussion and were generally favored by the 
non-aligned nations as a solution to the present deadlock 
if agreement could not be reached on the basis of the 
Eight-Nation Memorandum, 

Controversy over Mexican proposal . The natter of 
interpretation of the Mexicein roposal for a cut off also 
became the center of controversy between the Soviet Union 
and the West, At the 60 a meeting of the Conference, the 
representative frran the United Kingdom, commenting on the 
Mexican proposal said, 

a trea'-y should be signed and a date to be written 
into t. i treaty on which the bem would be fix«d by 
agreement for a time sufficiently later to allow 
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any country to make such last tests as it felt it 
required to make for national security.'*^ 

At the 21st meeting of the Subcommittee, he also 

said that consideration be given to the Mexicein proposal 

whereby the Nuclear Powers could fix a date, merely as an 

illustration, terminating nuclear tests and that such a 

46 

date might be written into the test ban treaty* 

The Soviet representative replied that the Western 
Powers were interpreting the proposal on their own condi- 
tions. According to him, the Mexican proposal suggested 
the setting of a date to terminate nuclear testing "whether 
an agreement has been reached by that time or not." The 
Soviet Union he said was willing to discuss the proposal 

47 

but without conditions or provisos submitted by the West. 

The United Kingdom representative argued that the 
West was not attaching conditions and provisos to the 
Mexican proposal. He continued to maintain that the in- 
clusion of a terminal date for testing in a test-ban treaty 

48 

was explicit in the proposal. 

At the 61st meeting of the Conference, the Brazilian 

representative spoke in favor of the Mexican proposal but 

added that "it might have the undesirable effect of stimu- 

49 

lating experiments during the rest of the current year." 

At the 63rd meeting of the Conference, the Mexican 
representative again urged the Nuclear Powers to take up 
his proposal and further suggested the possibility of 
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limiting the ban to atmospheric testing until an accord 

vm* reached on detection, Identification, and controls 

50 

concerning testing in other environments. 

At the 64tb meeting, the Swedish representative 
suggested that the following measures might be dealt with 
immediately: first, the adoption of the Brazilian pro- 

posal outlawing at least atmospheric and outer space test- 
ing; second, coupling of the Brazilian and Mexican pro- 
posals; third, the initiation of practical steps leading 
to a bzm on underground tests as well, consisting of an 
inventory of existing geo-physical observation posts, 
specific plans for equipping some stations with modern 
instilments, invitation to institutes to accept as a more 
definitive obligation the duty to register internationally 
all data observed, a study of a rapid communications 

system, blueprints for additional stations and plans for 

51 

creation of an international commission* 

New Proposals Sutoaltted by the West 

At the 23rd Subcommittee meeting on August 9th, the 
United States representative delivered a statement on the 
new proposals that the United States and the United Kingdom 
were introducing based on the results of the United States 
Project Vela* 

He initially remarked that a number of technical 
conclusions which bear on the efforts of the United States 
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to respond to the eight-nation initiative and to achieve a 
workable comprehensive test ban treaty have been brought 
about by an extensive evaluation of the suggestions of- 
fered by the eight nations and by the review of the find- 
ings of research programs on the detection and identifica- 
tion of undergro\ind seismic events. Two conclusions in 
particular offer real promise, he said: first, is a re- 

assessment on the basis of increased experience, of seismic 
detection capability, which indicates a substantially 
better capability for long-range seismic detection than 
has been the case in the past; the second, is that the 
estimate of the n\imber of earthquakes comparable to an 
undergroxind nuclear test of a given magnitude has been 
substantially reduced from the previous estimate. 

He indicated that these developments were signifi- 
cant for the following reasons: 

First, the increase in long-range detection 
capability makes it possible to develop a world- 
wide network of control posts with sxjibstantially 
fewer detection stations in the Soviet Union, the 
United Kingdom, the United States, and other coun- 
tries than those proposed in the April 18, 1961 
United States-United Kingdom treaty draft. 

Secondly, the decrease in the number of unidenti- 
fied events with which a detection system will have 
to cope will make it possible to decrease the number 
of on-site inspections required for verification. 

Thirdly, these developments do not provide a 
definite way of determining from seismic data in all 
cases that a particular seismic event has not been 
an underground explosion and, therefore, these 
developments do not eliminate the certain require- 
ment of effective, reliable and objective on-site 
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Inspections as an essential element of any system 
of verification* 

He continued that on the basis of these develop- 
ments! the United States is prepared to discuss a compre- 
hensive test ban treaty based on ”a world wide network of 
supervised national monitoring posts**' ThiS| he added, 
would also involve a reduction in the number of on-site 
inspections previously required by the United States* 

The keystone to an agreement, he maintained, is the 

obligation to facilitate the on-site inspection called for 

under the treaty* This, he continued, is so 

because many seismic signals can be identified as 
c<xaing from earthquakes, but no seismic signal can 
as yet be positively identified as coming from 
nuclear explosions* Therefore, the only way to 
clear up the doubt as to the origin of an uniden- 
tified event is by on-site geographical inspection 
of the site from which the signal originated* 

Technical developments, he continued, have not changed 

that conclusion* He added, 

indeed, to the extent that greater relieoice is placed 
on seismic data from distant stations the need for 
on-site inspection intensifies rather than diminishes* 
Therefore, on-site inspection goes to the very heart 
of the issue of verification of a comprehensive 
nuclear test ban* 

To put the issue straight on the united States 
position in relation to the principle of on-site inspec- 
tion, ha spelled it out as follows: 

1* There should be prompt certification by an 
appropriate official responsible to an inteurnational 
commission that a seismic event reported by a net- 
work of internationally supervised national stations 
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has been geographically located according to the 
agreed scientific criteria and has not been 
eliminated from consideration piirsuant to agreed 
criteria* 

(a) The United States position is that these 
criteria should be on a scientific basis, as stated 
previously* These criteria will, of course, be 
concerned with the location of a seismic event, in- 
cluding the approximate time and position of the 
event, and with events which can be eliminated as 
ineligible for inspection* 

(b) The United States position on the area 
to be covered once an inspection has been certified 
may need to be broadened somewhat from that previ- 
ously stated because of changed capability on 
geographical location of a network of fewer inter- 
nationally supervised national stations* 

2* Upon certification by the appropriate inter- 
national official of events within the territory 
under the Jurisdiction or control of the United 
States or the United Kingdom the agreed number of 
on-site inspections are to be carried out at the 
request of the Soviet Union* Xf such events are on 
the territory under the Jurisdiction of the Soviet 
Union the agreed number of on-site inspections are 
to be carried out at the request of the United States 
or the United Kingdom* If such events are on terri- 
tory under the Jurisdiction or control of other 
parties the selection of events to be inspected is 
to be by agreed procedures* 

3* Any party having Jurisdiction or control of 
territory in which an on-site inspection is re- 
quested is obligated to facilitate the prcxnpt on- 
site inspection of the area* The on-site inspec- 
tions shall be carried out by teams organized by 
the international commission* These teams shall be 
organized on an objective basis which ensures ade- 
quate representation of scientific and technical 
skills, and on a basis which adheres to the principle 
that self inspection by nationals of the State in- 
spected or of its allies must not be permitted* 

In regards to Soviet resistance to inspection, he 
said, it appears to be motivated by two concerns* First, 
is that the Soviet Union will not tolerate inspection 
because inspectors may learn something of military value* 
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To alleviate this concern, he said the Uhited States is 
"openminded" and quite reasonable about such matters as 
the means by which an inspection team would be transported 
from the border of the State to the site of the unidenti- 
fied event. He called on the Soviet Union to put forward 
any proposal in this regard that she may have, and it will 
find the West "very reasonable indeed." The second concern 
the Soviet Union appears to have, he said, is that talking 
in terms of a "right" of on-site inspection by an inter- 
national commission, this implies "somehow of a derogation 
of the sovereignty of the State on whose territory the 
inspection is demanded." He said that, if this is the 
problem, then the United States is prepared to consider 
the question in a different manner. That is, 

it v;ould be acceptable to the United States if, 
instead of stating a provision for on-site inspection 
as a right of the party requesting an inspection, the 
on-site inspection requirements were to be stated as 
an obligation to be fulfilled by the party on whose 
territory an xmidentif ied seismic event occurred. 

On the question of the number of on-site inspections, 
the United States representative outlined the presemt 
United States position. Up to this point, he said, the 
United States position on the number of on-site inspec- 
tions has been for a sliding scale between twelve and 
twenty. However, he added that if the obligation to 
facilitate on-site inspections is accepted, the United 
States is prepared to consider a reduction from this 
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figure based on the new scientific information. This 
ntimber, he continued, 

must take into account the detection, location, and 
identification capabilities of a network of inter- 
nationally supervised national stations and the need 
to establish reasonable confidence on any side that 
no violation of the treaty will in fact occur. 

The United States, he contended, 

does not seek on-site inspections because it wants 
international inspectors of the commission moving 
on Soviet soil but rather, and only, because 
scientifically on-sito inspections are an essential 
part of a truly verifiable nuclear test ban treaty. 

He then proceeded to outline the network of inter- 
nationally supervised national stations as envisaged by 
the United States. This new position of the West would 
differ in tv/o ways from the previous Western position, he 
pointed out. First, it would involve a substantially 
smaller number of stations; and second, it would Involve a 
network of international supervised nationally manned 
stations instead of a network of internationally operated 
stations. For this system to be effective, he said, it 
would require that the international commission be able to 
process systematically and regularly the scientific data 
received from all stations, including those from within a 
particular country. Therefore, he continued, the inter- 
national commission must have: rapid and reliable communi- 

cations; be assured that all posts are operated strictly 
and continuously in accordance with strict scientific 
standards; it must be assured that each station is being 
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operated at peak efficiency and data is being reported 
continuously and accurately without Jararaing or inter- 
ference; personnel of the control stations must meet 
agreed standards; instrumentation of the control stations 
must be constructed, equipped and calibrated in accordance 
with agreed standards; the commission must be made promptly 
aware of any suspicious event; and each control station 
must be located at a quiet site in a region scientifically 
satisfactory to the commission* 

In conclusion, he argued that "nationally manned 
control posts must be under effective auid adequate super- 
vision at all times* The objective is to have inter- 
national supervision of a nature which provides effective 
international control, giving all parties to the treaty 
confidence that the nationally manned stations are con- 
tinuously operating in the efficient and scientific manner 
required*" 

Summing up the present new United States position, 
he said it consists of: first, acceptance of the obliga- 

tory nature of on-site inspections; second, a willingness, 
once the proposal referred to first is accepted, to con- 
sider a reduction in the number of on-site inspections 
based upon a scientific evaluation and the need to provide 
all parties to a treaty with reasonable confidence that no 
violation of its provisions will occur; third, a willingness, 
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once the proposal referred to first is accepted, to con- 
sider a network of detection stati(»is which: would in- 

volve a substantially smaller nxunber of stations world-wide 
than the nxiraber previously proposed, including a substan- 
tially smaller n\jtmber of stations in the Soviet Union} 
would involve internationally supervised, nationally 
manned stations instead of a network of internationally 
operated stations. 

Soviet comments on the new proposals in the Sub- 
Comraittee . The Soviet representative commented in the 
Subcommittee following the submission of the new Western 
proposals, that this new position on control posts and on- 
site inspection has not changed the position on the 
principle of the basic conditions on which agreement could 
be achieved. He continued that **it must also be empha- 
sized in this connexion that the United States, while 
giving wide pxd^licity to its new position, is in fact de- 
fending its old position, slightly dolled up for purposes 
of disguise." In addition, he added, the United States is 
only paying "lip service" to the Sight-Nation Memorandum 
and has not accepted the compromise proposals put forward 
by this memorandum. He continued that there is a cardinal 
difference between the invitational inspection concept put 
forward in the memorandum and the condition of acceptance 
of obligatory on-site inspection as the key to further 
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negotiations under the United States proposals. He ex- 
pounded his previous arguments that the new United States 
position is not scientifically and technically based} and, 
in the light of the new scientific data put forwcird by the 

United States, it has no grounds for adhering to its 

53 

former position. 

Test Ban Issues is Aired by the Conference 

With the Subcommittee still deadlocked, the discus- 
sion of the test ban issue shifted to the plenary sessions. 

United States reviews the issue . At the 69tn meeting 
of the Conference, the United States representative re- 
viewed the course of the test ban negotiations. He blamed 
the present deadlock on the obstructionism of the Soviet 
Union in refusing to budge from its interpretation of the 
Eight-Nation Memorandum and its refusal to discuss scien- 
tific matters which would facilitate steps leading to 
agreement . 

As to the new United States proposals, he said, 
they were based on scientific and political realities and 
were consistent with the Eight-Nation Memorandum. As to 
on-site inspections, he continued, they will be necessary 
because even 

a superior, well-operated system of detection 
stations ... will not be able to identify all 
events detected by it. 
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He contended that the Soviet interpretation of the Eight- 

Nation Memorandum on the sutbject of on-site inspection 

means that it is an ^option to be honoured only if, at the 

54 

tinSf the Soviet Union so desires.** 

Soviet representative conunents on the issue . The 
Soviet representative commented that the United Stat«.^ new 
proposals contained ’’nothing hopeful or rational” and the 
United States position had remained unchanged. Further, 
he added, the proposals were an *’ultimatum-like demand,” 
whereby unless the Soviet Union accepted the obligatory on- 
site inspection principle, the United States was not 
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prepared to examine other aspects of its own proposal. 

United Arab Republic submits a new suggestion . The 
representative of the United Arab Republic commenting on 
the deadlock in the Subcommittee requested the ^luclear 
Powers to iron out their basic differences which he be- 
lieved stemmed from ’’political considerations rather than 
from the observemce of practicality.” He continued that 
the Eight-Nation Mentor emdumi remained the ’’best, the most 
practical, and the fairest basis” for an agreement emd he 
questioned the need for ’’discussions of the modalities” of 
a test ban. In conclusion, he suggested that the Nuclear 
Powers explore the possibility of seeking agreement on 
”practical criteria” governing situations requiring com- 
pulsory on-site inspection.^® 
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United States replies to Soviet atateraent * At the 70t4 
meeting of the Conference, the United States representa~ 
tlve denied the Soviet charge that the new United States 
proposals contained an ultimatum but Instead they stressed 
the relationship between the acceptance of the principle 
of obligatory on-site Inspection and the number of inspec- 
tions and control posts# He continued that new scientific 
Information had made it possible to reduce the number of 
on-slte Inspections and control posts but there would 
always be a certain number of unidentified events that 
could only be identified by on-site inspections. In con- 
clusion, he said, "it would be rather a fruitless exercise 
to discuss the rcKiuction in the number of inspections and 

control posts without acceptance of the principle of 

57 

obligatory on-site inspection." 

United States comments on UAR suggestion . At the 71st 
meeting of the Conference, the United States representa- 
tive commented on the representative of the United Arab 
Republic's suggestion that the Nuclear Powers establish 
criteria governing situatlcxis requiring on-site inspection. 
He said that the joint United States-United Kingdom scien- 
tific research program was just such an approach. The 
results of this program have been introduced for discussion 
and the new Western proposals are a direct result of the 
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program, but, he added, the Soviet Union has refused to 

58 

discuss this data. 

Soviet Union critiques United States proposals and 
outlines the Soviet position on a test bon . At the 71st 
meeting also, the Soviet representative gave a formal reply 
to the United States statements on its position. He fixst 
said that a careful analysis of these statements revealed 
that they did not add euaything constructive to the present 
debate. The Soviet analysis of the United States represen- 
tative * s statements was that he : 

touched upon various aspects of the problem of a 
nuclear test ban treaty; he spoke at some length on 
the history of our negotiations, on the scientific 
aspect of the matter , on the analogy between on- 
site inspection and control over general and com- 
plete disarmament, and so on, and he asserted that 
the main requisite for the conclusion of an agree- 
ment on a test ban must be the recognition of the 
principle of international on-site inspection. 

The Soviet representative pointed out that the lack 
of positive results in the negotiations can be attributed 
to 



the Western Powers desire to make the solution of the 
problem of a nuclear test ban dependent upon an agree- 
ment by the Soviet Union to open its territory for a 
legalized intelligence system under the guise of 
international control and inspection. 

He continued that the Soviet Union is just as much in 
favor of effective control over the compliance of a nuclear 
weapon test ban as anyone else. However, he added, ”it 
does not believe it is necessary to have a form of inter- 
national control which could be used as cover for 
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Intelligence activities*'* Therefore, he argued, the 

Soviet Union after a thorough and many-sided study of the 

question has concluded that 

compliance with the obligations of an agreement on 
the cessation of nuclear weapon tests can, with 
sufficient guarantees, be successfully verified by 
the use of existing national means of detection of 
nuclear explosions* It was on the basis of this 
careful conclusion that the Soviet Union siibmitted 
its 28 November 1961 proposal for the cessation of 
all nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, outer 
space, under water or underground, using for purposes 
of control, systems of national detection of nuclear 
explosions* 

This proposal, he continued, was based on a new approach 
to the question of cessation of nuclear weapon tests which 
would eliminate difficulties and obstacles which had pre- 
vented agreement before* This approach, he said, made it 
possible to solve the problem without "jeopardizing the 
security of States*" He added, this approach was rejected 
by the Western Powers "because it would have disturbed the 
intelligence plans of the United States and its NATO 
allies*" 



This was the situation, he contended, when the 
Eight-Nation Memorandum was siibraitted by the non-aligned 
States in an attempt to break the impasse. He continued 
that the Soviet Union accepted this memorandum as a basis 
for agremvnt, in an attempt to bring about the reaching 
of agreement on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests* 

This proposal of the non-aligned v/as a compromise because, 
he said, it recognized that a system of continuous 
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observation and effective control over the cessation of 
nuclezLT test can be based and built upon already existing 
national networks of observation posts and institutions* 
Further, he added, this raamorandum proposed the establish- 
ment of sn international commission composed of a limited 
number of highly qualified scientists to process the data 
received from national stations, thus adding an element of 
an ’’international nature” in the system* 

As to the question of on-site inspection, he said 
the memorandum also puts forth a compromise proposal in 
that once a suspicious event is locat-:rd by the ccmcnission, 
the country concerned will 

give speedy and full cooperation to facilitate the 
assessment, thus the State concerned would have the 
responsibility of clearing itself by all means at 
its disposal, refusal to invite on-site inspection 
if that is the only way to finally verify the event 
would be reported to the other parties concerned and 
to world opinion* 

This, he contended, would be a very serious matter and ”a 
decision that could not be taken lightly.” Th^^refore, h^ 
argued, the formula of an on-site inspection upon invita- 
tion without bringing to it the concept of an obligatory 

on-site inspection does not preclude the ^ ssibility of 
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on-site inspection in concrete cases.” 

Indian representative expresses views on the issue * 

At the 72nd meeting on August 20U, the Indian representa- 
tive expressed the belief that the possibility for reaching 
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an agreement on a test ban was not remote, the main diffi- 
culties, he said, centered around the respective claims 
regarding the capability of national stations in detecting 
all types of events and the nature of on-site inspection# 

He pointed out, in this regard, that the United States 
position was that not all events ware detectable, while the 
Soviet representative had said that national stations had 
detected practically all nuclear tests# To the Indian 
representative, these statements showed that there was not 
too wide a divergence of views on the question# 

As to the problem of on-site inspections, he said, 
that the Eight-Nation Memorandum contained “built-in 
obligations" which would provide adequate assurance that 
the ban would not be violated# He pictured the inter- 
national commission as a scientific body which i -i 
generate the spirit of mutual obligation and international 
duty, to which States would respond automatically if it 
called for a decision of requiring on-site inspection# 

As to the deterrent effect idea as put forth by the 
United States, he felt that the memorandum contained such 
a scheme in that the international commiss-an itself could 
call for inspection if a suspicious event o-curred# He 
added that the Soviet statements indicated that they would 
comply with such a request# 

He, therefore, concluded that there was little 
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substantive difference on the issues separating the 
Nuclear Powers from reaching agreement • 



United States euid United Kingdom Introduce 
Alternative braf't' '*I^reaties " " ~ ~ 



Comprehensive test ban treaty . At the 75ti meeting 
of the Conference on August 27U>, the United States repre- 
sentative tabled a comprehensive test b 2 in treaty based on 
the new Western proposals put forth by the United States 
and the United Kingdom. On introducing the new comprehen- 
sive draft treaty, he said that it was based on the scien- 
tific research program carried out by tiiO United States and 
also takes into account the constructive suggestions of the 
Eight-Nation Memorandum. He summarized the treaty as 
follows : 

This treaty provides for the cessation of all 
nuclear tests in all environments. The parties to 
the treaty would under taJee to prevent and prohibit 
the carrying out of such tests at any place under 
their Jurisdiction. Further, the parties to the 
treaty v/ould refrain from causing, encouraging or 
in any way participating in the carrying out of any 
tests anywhere at any time. 

These obligations would be super-vised by an inter- 
national scientific commission assisted by an inter- 
national staff and a verification system. Each party 
would also undertake to cooperate with that commis- 
sion in carrying out all measures of d*. vetion, 
location, identification and inspection, and in 
establishing elements of the system. The commission 
would have general responsibility for the collection 
of data on, and the reporting of, all events which 
could be suspected of being nuclear weapon test 
explosions and for making positive identification 
of the nature and origin of such events as necessary. 

The draft treaty provides that the commission 
should consist of fifteen members— four from the 
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Westf four front the Soviet bloc and seven chosen 
from among parties jointly nominated by the United 
States I the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union* 

The United States, the United Kingdom and the Soviet 
Union would hold permanent membership on the com- 
mission. 

The international staff would assist the commis- 
sion by ceurrying out functions at the headquarters 
and by manning any international stations which 
might be set up by the commission in agreement with 
the parties concerned where that was considered 
desirable and was mutually acceptable. The staff 
would also participate in the international super- 
vision, inspection and monitoring of the nationally 
manned detection stations. 

The executive officer of the commission would 
be responsible for the staff under the direction of 
the commission. He would select the scientific aiad 
technical personnel for the international staff 
under criteria set forth in the treaty. The veri- 
fication system would include nationally manned, 
internationally supervised and monitored detection 
stations to bo constructed at sites which would be 
agreed upon by the parties to the treaty. The com- 
mission would establish the specifications and pay 
for maintaining, constructing, equipping and training 
of personnel for these nationally manned stations. 

In addition, in so far as appropriate, use would 
be made of a number of national stations already in 
existence. The parties would assume an obligation 
to ensure that the system would begin operation at 
least six months after the entry into force of the 
treaty. Obligatory on-site inspection of unidentified 
events would be provided on tJ-je basi* of carefully 
defined procedures laid down in the treaty. The 
executive officer, on behalf of the conunission, 
would indicate which events had been located and 
remained unidentified after the application of 
criteria specified in the treaty. 

The size of the area in any party territory 
which might be inspected in connexior. with any uniden- 
tified event would also be designated .n the treaty. 
Inspection would take place under an annual quota 
arrangement for each country— —an ay^-^ed maximiim per 
year— but only if the events met the treaty require- 
ments for eligibility for on-site inspection .... 

The objective of on-site inspections would be 
carried out by teams organized by the comnisfion 
so as to prevent nationals from any State inspecting 
events on its own territory. States would assu?Re 
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an obligation to facilitate and to cooperate in any 
on-site inspection undertaken under the treaty. 

A party would have the right to withdraw from 
the treaty if it determined that the treaty had been 
violated, or the obligation to facilitate an on-site 
inspection had not been fulfilled, or a nucleaur 
explosion was conducted by a State not a party to 
the treaty and such an explosion jeopardized the 
withdrawing States security, or an explosion occurred 
and it was not possible to identify the State con- 
ducting the explosion but such explosion might 
jeopardize the withdrav/ing party’s national security, 
the withdrawing party would request that a Conference 
be called to include all other parties, ‘/ithdraw^l 
would not take effect until the passing of a speci- 
fied time. 

The treaty would come into force on a specified 
date which would be subject to negotiation, thus 
incorporating the recommendation made by the 
Mexican representative on 9 May 1962, 

The United States representative indicated th«t the 
keynote of the comprehensive treaty was the provision for 
obligatory on-site inspection whicn provides that all 
States have an "xmconditionally , unequivocal and «*’n Ponost 
Injun obligation to facilitate such an on-site inspection, ” 

Partial test ban draft treaty proposal . The United 
States representative continued his statement that "the 
United States in this search for agreement is not content 
to leave any area xmexplored or any worthwhile idea un- 
proposed. " He then went on to say, 

the United States while continuing to nc.otiato 
urgently and in any •>. /iru: for a com- 

prehensive treaty, in the interests of all humanity, 
would nevertheless be prepared in *n effort to 
reach the widest possible area of agreement, in the 
soonest possible time, to agree to a treaty banning 
nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer 
space and underwater. 
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In proposing this pairtial treaty, he said that 
there are three reasons why such a treaty would be in the 
interests or a positive gain for society* First, it would 
result in a downward turn in the arias race; second, it 
would have an effect on all countries about to enter the 
nuclear arras race and make more difficult the proliferation 
of nuclear weapons; third, it would stop the radioactive 
pollution of the atmosphere, space and the oceans* 

He then stated that briefly this treaty would: 

ban nuclear weapon tests in or above the atmos- 
phere and in territorial waters or high seas; 

bind the signatories to refrain from encouraging 
or participating in such nuclear explosions by any 
other State; 

permit explosions prescribed in the treaty for 
peaceful purposes xuider conditions specified in the 
treaty; 

not require any international verification 
machinery ; 

provide a cut-off date for testing; and, 

contain provision for withdrawal, after notice 
had been given, if a party deemed tfie treaty had 
been violated or that a State not a peurty to the 
treaty had tested and if the party also deemed this 
jeopardised its national security. 

He continued that in the past a partial test ban 
treaty has been tied to a moratorium on underground test- 
ing* This proposal, he argued, runs contrary to the reason 
the United States will consider a par -ial test ban treaty, 
that is to get agreement nc oa t,>ose portions which are 
agreeab^* while negotiations continue on a comprehensive 
test bein treaty. He added that to make a psrtisl test ban 
treaty contingent upon a moratorium would only rc/ive the 



241 

issues that should be left for solution as part of a 

comprehensive test ban treaty. 

In concluding his statements on the two draft 

treaties, he pointed out that neither treaty prohibited 

the conducting of laboratory tests nor preparatory work 

for testing, and he added that the United States plans to 

6 1 

remain in readiness. 

Soviet Union Rejects the Western Draft Treaties 

The initial Soviet reply to the submission of the 
two alternative draft treaties was expressed by the Soviet 
representative that "on the basis of our first impressions, 
these documents repeat already well known United States 
proposals on the question of the cessation of nuclear 
weapon tests." He continued that the comprehensive draft 
treaty, "leads one to think that it rejects completely the 
proposals of the neutral States." He added, "the Soviet 
position in relation to obligatory on-site inspections is 
very clear and the embodiment of this condition in the new 
draft treaty makes it unacceptable as a basis for agree- 
ment . " 

As to the partial test ban treaty, he said that it 
is designed to preserve the possibility 'f underground 
testing, "in other words xegalizing the nuclear weapon." 
He added th-t making underground tests permissible would 
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act as a stimulant to the nuclear arras race* Therefore, 
he said, we must talk about the cessation of all nuclear 
weapon tests* 

He concluded his remarks by saying, 

I repeat that the Soviet Union is in favour of an 
early cessation of all nucleeu: weapon tests* If 
that is also the desire of the United States and 
the United Kingdom, why should we not accept the 
proposal of the eight neutral States as a basis 
and try to work out quickly— and that can be done— 
an agreement on the banning of all nuclear tests 
in the atraosphere, in outer space, un,’4.r water and 
underground • ^2 

At the 76th meeting, the Soviet representative con- 
tinued his analysis of the two alternative draft treaties 
proposed by the United States and the United Kingdom* He 
repeated that the new draft treaties do not reveal any 
change in substance from the position held by the ^festern 
Jowers over the years of negotiations, that is ic *till 
requires on-site inspection not for control or verification 
but for intelligence purposes.” He added thet the new 
draft treaty was not a new position but a "new dross on 
the old girl." He argued that a comparison of the draft 
treaty submitted by the Western Powers on 18 /pril 1S61 and 
the latest draft treaty reveals that ‘.he ’/estern P*:>vt<rs 
have not accepted the -1 ’ i t-oo /»aa'trandum compromise 

proposal • because an integral part of both treaties is 
obligatory on-site inspections, ''onscquiintly , he added, 
they have not moved toward the light-Wation H**ii»orandura 
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act as a stimulant to the nuclear arms race. Therefore, 
he said, we must talk about the cessation of all nuclear 
weapon tests. 

He concluded his remarks by saying, 

I repeat that the Soviet Union is in favour of an 
early cessation of all nuclear weapon tests. If 
that is also the desire of the United States and 
the United Kingdom, why should we not accept the 
proposal of the eight neutral States as a basis 
and try to work out quickly— eind that can be done— 
an agreement on the banning of all nuclear tests 
in the atmosDhere, in outer space, under water amd 
under grovind . ^ 2 

At the 76th meeting, the Soviet representative con- 
tinued his analysis of the two alternative dreift treaties 
proposed by the United States end the United Kingdom. He 
repeated that the new draft treaties do not reveal any 
change in substance from the position hold by the Western 
Powers over the years of negotiations, that is it atill 
requires on-site ixxspection not for control or verification 
but for intelligence purposes.*’ He added that the new 
draft treaty was not a new position but a "now dross on 
the old girl." He argued that a comparison of tha draft 
treaty submitted by the Western Powers on 18 April 19€1 and 
the latest draft treaty reveals that the 'Vestern Tv^rs 
have not accepted the ijr.t- 'itiwO Naaiorandum compromise 
proposal because an integral part of both treaties is 
obligatory on-site inspections. "onsequiintly , ha added, 
they have not moved toward the -31ght-Hatio« Nomorandvim 
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which puts forth the principle of inspection by invita- 
tion. He continued amd pointed out that the last draft 
treaty submitted by the Western Powers was built on the 
premise of international control posts on the territories 
of States parties to the agreement and the new draft 
treaty in substance describes an international system of 
centralized observation stations with international super- 
visors appointed by the international commission. The 
Eight-Nation Memorandum he said calls for national sta- 
tions for the detection of nuclear explosions. Both 
treaties) he continued) place the emphasis on the appoint- 
ment of one person to have full authority over the inter- 
national control system while the memorandum on the other 
hemd suggests an international commission of a limited 
number of highly qualified scientists which would be the 
main link in the chain of the system. Therefore) he con- 
cluded that the Western draft treaty incorporates very 
little of the memorandum. 

In regard to the partial test ban treaty) he said 
the United States representative in his statement in 
regard to the partial test ban treaty downgraded the 
importance of underground testing while on previous state- 
ments he had spelled out the military significance of such 
tests. He further argued that contrary to the argument of 
the United States a partial ban on tests would not stop 
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the proliferation of nuclear weapons* He agreed with the 
United States representative that the partial treaty would 
stop the radioactive pollution of the atmosphere, space 
and oceans. However, he added, there was a much greater 
danger, **that was thermo>nauclear destruction if the arms 
race is allowed to continue.” He also rejected the par- 
tial treaty on the grounds that this would give the United 
States a military advantage because they had used this 
means of testing to perfect its improvements and moderni- 
zation of the nuclear weapon. Therefore, he pointed out 
that if the underground tests were legalized, this would 
give the United States the means to continue her military 
development while the Soviet Union would have its hands 
tied. 



In conclusion he said: 

We propose to the Western Powers to come to an 
agreement to put an end to the testing of all nuclear 
weapons whatever may be the environment for such 
tests. The Soviet Union is ready to approach this 
question as a constructive matter, taking into account 
all the useful thoughts and consideration which may 
have been advanced in the course of the debate by 
various delegations. 

Basing ourselves on this, we are ready to note 
certain differences in the nature of the proposals 
with regard to the banning in the various environ- 
ments, taking into account the distinction that has 
to be drawn between tests under water, tests in outer 
space and in the atmosphere, and tests tmderground. 

At the saxne time— and I would stress the importance 
of this point— simultaneously we would end all 
testing, but with respect to nucleeu: tests in outer 
space, in the atmosphere or under water such a deci- 
sion would be final in its nature; whereas with 
respect to underground tests such an agreement would 
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be only on the basis of an understanding that it 
would remain in force until such time as it could 
be replaced by a permanent solution. 

To find such a permanent solution to the problem 
of a cessation of underground nuclear tests we can 
use the very sound foundation of the memorandum of 
the eight neutral Pov/ers.®^ 

Non-Aligned Members Express Views 

At the 76ti meeting on August 29tii, the Nigerian 
representative commenting on the United States and United 
Kingdom alternative draft treaties said that these treaties 
marked a significant advance by the West toward a test bein 
but that the cheinces for their acceptance were fair, 
particularly the partial test ban without inclusion of a 
moratorium on underground tests. He concluded that any 
agreement had to take into consideration the problem of 
underground tests; therefore, a partial test ban treaty 
must include a moratorium on underground tests pending an 
agreement on a comprehensive test ban.^^ 

The Brazilian representative at the 77tb meeting 
suggested that rather than taking "painstaking efforts” to 
ascertain the true intentions of the Sight-Nation Memoran- 
dum, the conferees should negotiate on the partial test 
ban treaty proposal because it had not been discarded 
entirely by any delegation. 

The Swedish representative said that the Eight- 
Nation Memorandum is the "only possible bridge for 
compromise" and asked the Nuclear Powers to give it more 
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consideration* He continued that the West eind the Soviet 
Union appeared to be in agreement on the use of national 
observation posts and the need for an international com~ 
mission and their differences regarding procedures for on- 
site inspection appear to be negotiable* In concluding, 
he proposed that the establishment, at least on an interim 
basis, the international scientific commission as proposed 
in the memorandum* The first task, he said, for the cc»»- 
mission should be to examine the problems pertaining to 
the organisation of a control system* 

The Burmese representative proposed at the 78tt 
session that because little reliance could be placed on an 
unconditional moratorium that the heads of the Nuclear 
Powers should: 

(1) assume personal responsibility for ensuring 
that no underground tests are conducted * * * until 
a comprehensive treaty comes into force, 

(2) pledge themselves anew to work for * * * a 
comprehensive treaty, 

(3) agree, following the Swedish proposal, that 
the international scientific eexamission envisaged 

in the Eight-Nation Memorandum be established • • * * 

(4) and that their delegations will cooperate 
fully with this commission in working out an agree- 
ment on the complete cessation of nuclear tests.^^ 

At the 78tt meeting, the Nigerian representative 
clarified his previous views on a moratorium by saying 
that he had merely requested that the Nuclear Powers con- 
sider the question of a moratorium on underground tests 
and that he by no means advanced an "unpoliced and un— 

go 

monitored moratorium*" 
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The Ethiopian representative suggested that in the 

event agreement was not reached on a nuclear weapon test 

ban consideration should be given to a "pledge” by the 

69 

Nuclear Powers not to test after the end of the year* 

The Mexican representative aired his views at the 
SOtb meeting » ar>i he said the Conference had three ways 
leading to a cessation of tests i first, conclusion of a 
treaty with the necessary guarantees prohibiting nuclear 
tests in all environments; second, agreement on the cessa- 
tion of atmospheric, outer space and luiderwater testing 
without prejudice to continuing negotiations in regard to 
control over underground tests; and third, the recommenda- 
tion of the tinve limit to end competitive nuclear tests* 

He acknowledged that a treaty required reasonable 
guarantees, but there were no automatic guarantees which 
were 100 per cent dependable and that in the last analysis 
the best guarantee of fulfilling obligations was "national 
honour and good faith*" 

In conclusion he said that 

a study of our debate makes it difficult to avoid 
the following conclusions: 

(a) arguments produced by either party to explain 
or justify their respective attitudes might be valid 
from their respective points of view, but from the 
point of view of the higher interests of humanity 
those arguments are unacceptable and they should be 
set aside, because nobody can justify an indefinite 
continuation of nuclear weapon tests; 

(b) the armaments race does not increase but re- 
duces national security and collective security; 
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(c) nuclear weapon tests have neither moral nor 
Juridical justification? and I call attention par- 
ticularly to this last point— 

(d) the parties have already accepted one of the 
obligations mentioned in the rnenorandum of the eight 
non-aligned States. Which? The obligation to col- 
laborate with the international scientific commission 
submitting to it those elements, data and facilities 
required by it for the identification of doubtful 
phenomena. 

At the 81st meeting, the representative of the 
United Arab Republic suggested the need to agree on the 
modalities of a control system and urged consideration of 
the recent Swedish proposal on the interim establishment 
of the international commission. In regards to the par- 
tial test ban treaty, he said that there is almost agree- 
ment and that each party concerned should "give a little 

71 

here and a little there, in order to reach agreement." 



United States Replies to Soviet Charges About the 
Dra^t Treaties 

At the final Subcommittee meeting during this 
period, the United States replied to the Soviet charges in 
reference to the two alternative draft treaties. He 
refuted the Soviet argument that the comprehensive draft 
treaty was not any different than the 18 April 1961 Western 
draft treaty proposal. He said that there were areas where 
significant change had taken place and outlined them as: 
first, the new treaty proposal relies on nationally manned 
stations as proposed by the Sight-Nation Mcanorandum; 
second, the status of the international commission has 
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been significantly altered, it has been expanded to in- 
clude more non-aligned States, the staff has been greatly 
reduced, the executive officer would be more directly 
related to the commission and could be replaced by the 
commission; third, the question of obligatory on-site in- 
spection has been substantially altered, not in respect to 
the principle of on-site inspection but in the reduction 
in the number of quota for on-site inspection and the 
formulation of the inspection teams has been delegated to 
the executive officer with the restriction that no na- 
tional inspect his own country. 

The United States representative continued that the 
Soviet representative had made many comments on the new 
draft treaty proposal to show that there was no change in 
the Western position; hov/ever, he ignored the far reaching 
changes and concentrated on '’some rather small differences, 
or on areas where the 18 April 1961 treaty and the 27 
August 1962 comprehensive treaty are actually the same.” 

Many of the issues the Soviet representative re- 
ferred to, he said, the United States has been repeatedly 
been requesting the Soviet Union to sit down and talk about 
these areas of differences; however, the Soviet Union has 
refused. 

In regards to a moratorium, he repeated previous 
Western arguments that the United States would continue to 
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work towards a comprehensive agreement if a partial test 

ban treaty was accepted, but the United States would not 

accept the obligation to refrain from underground tests 

without adequate and effective controls. 

In a further effort to solve the Soviet fears of 

'•espionage" by the international commission, he proposed 

the possibility of having the commission empanel a highly 

qualified body of very eminent scientists who would be 

chosen solely on the basis of their high scientific 

knowledge, who would conduct the investigations for the 

commission* Further, he proposed the establishment of 

objective criteria and procedures for the conmiission in 

such a way that each party would be obligated to allow the 

commission to conduct inspections, and this procedure would 

obviate the necessity to leave the decision to invite the 

commission to the individual discretion of each party to 

72 

the treaty at the time. 

United States Proposes Subcommittee Meetings During Recess 
At the August 31st meeting, the United States rep- 
resentative introduced a statement by President Kennedy 
whereby he accepted the beginning of 1963 as "a reasonable 
date" for the termination of all nuclear testing* To 
accomplish this purpose, the statement added that negotia- 
tions be accelerated and that maximum effort be made to 
conclude an effective agreement by that date, ^bwever, in 
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relation to a moratorium, the statement said that 

gentlemen's agreements and moratoria do not provide 
the type of guarantees that are necessary. They do 
not give the assurance against an abrupt renewal of 
testing by unilateral action. This is the lesson 
of the Soviet Government's tragic decision to renew 
testing just a year ago. Nor can such informal 
arrangements give any assurance against secret under- 
ground testing. That is v/hy v/e must have a definite 
agreement with reasonable and adequate assurance. 

The United States cannot be a party to any renewal 
of false hopes which the Soviet Government shattered 
last September . . . .^^ 

In accordance with the President's statement, the 
United States representative proposed that the Subcommittee 
meet during the forthcoming recess proposed for the Con- 
ference in order to reach an agreement on a test ban by 

74 

the beginning of the next year. 

At the 81st meeting, the Soviet representative 

agreed to the proposal but declared that negotiations had 

to be conducted on the basis of the Soviet November 28tfc 

75 

proposal or the Eight-Nation Memorandtjun. 

However, after an exchange of views, it was decided 
that each delegation could resume negotiations in the Sub- 
committee on whatever it decided and the Subcommittee was 
scheduled to continue negotiations dxiring the recess. 



Summary 

Following the 82nd meeting on September 7, 1962, 
the Conference was recessed until November 12, 1962. The 
recess was called to allow the delegations to taL.^ pext in 
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the forthcoming Eighteenth General Assembly meeting of the 
United Nations* 

This period of twenty-six plenary meetings and 
seven Siibcomraittee meetings did not see any appreciable 
change in the positions of the Nuclear Pov^ers* The Soviet 
Union remained firm in its position and refused to nego- 
tiate on anything other than national detection systems 
for control of a comprehensive test ban with the acceptance 
of an international scientific commission as proposed by 
the Eight-Nation Memorandum but without defining their 
concept on how this body would operate. The Western posi- 
tion was clarified by the discussions of the new scientific 
data and the introduction of two draft alternative treaties. 
One for a comprehensive test ban with internationally 
supervised national detection systems, an intex'national 
commission to monitor the system and the use of obligatory 
on-site inspection for unidentified events located by the 
system under a quota system— these were the provisions 
introduced in the two draft alternative treaties. The 
other proposal was for a partial treaty prohibiting test- 
ing in the atmosphere, outer space and \inderv/ater with 
reliance on r ational systems for control. ‘The United 
States would not accept a moratorium on underground tests 
in conjunction with the partial treaty. 

The Eight-Nation Memorandum submitted on 16 April 
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1962 remained the center of continued debate over inter- 
pretation* The proposal by the Mexican representative for 
a cut-off date to end all nuclear testing was accepted by 
both nuclear sides but with different interpretations. 

The SubcoA*uittee did agree to meet during the 
recess after the acceptance of the 1 January 1963 cut-off 
date on testing, but the debate o'-ar what should be dis- 
cussed or not indicated that agreement would be difficult 
in the Subcommittee duiring the recess. 

This period did see the acceptance of national 
detection systems for control by the West, but with inter- 
national supervision; however, the Soviet Union refused to 
accept the principle of obligatory on-site inspection, the 
keystone of the Western proposals, although sh did accept 
it by invitation. Thus, this period opened with the 
Conference deadlocked on the nuclear weapon test ban issue 
and it closed In the same status* 

IV. THE THIRD PERIOD NOVEMBER 26, 1962 - 
DECEMBER 20, 1962 

Introduction 

This period commenced when the Conference recon- 
vened on November 26, 1962, following a recess since 
September 7, 1962, Thirteen meetings of the Confarence 
were held diuring this period. 
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The Subcoimnittee on a Treaty for the Discontinuance 
of -uclear Weapon Tests actually remained in session during 
the Conference recess and held a total of twenty-seven 
meetings! nineteen dxixing the recess. 

Basically the period was spent in a search for som\ 
means to break the continued deadlock that had existed in 
the test ban negotiations since the Soviet Union intro- 
duced its treaty proposal on November 28, 1961, based on 
national detection systems for control over the detection 
of all nuclear explosions in all environments. 

The Eight-Nation Memorandum of April 16, 1962, re- 
mained in the center of the controversy over interpreta- 
tion. The introduction of a United Nations resolution 
which adopted the Mexican proposal for a cut-off date of 
January 1, 1963 for nuclear testing added another element 
to the dispute over interpretation or proposals. 

The Soviet Union and the United States Review thw 
Subcommittee heei'ihqs Vte'lcf bxxrxnq ihe Recess 

Western critique . At the 83rd plenary meeting on 
November 26t2i, the United States representative in his 
initial remarks about the Subcoranittee meetings during the 
recess said, ’’tinfortunately" no progress was made. 

The Soviet Union, he said, during the Subcommittee 
meetings continued to reject the very minimum amount of 
international arrangements for detection, location and 
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inspection of seismic events that would give "reasonable 
and adequi te assurance of compliance with a comprehensive 
nuclear test ban agreement." He continued that the Soviet 
delegate also refused to consider a partial test ban on 
testing in tho^jQ elements which do not require interna- 
tional verification. 

After this initial statement he added that there is 
cause for hope and gave three reasons why: first, there is 

a strong incentive to halt the arms race} second, Just the 
fact that the Eighteen-Nation Committee exists and con- 
tinues to provide a forum} third, recent events have had a 
sobering effect and they have also shown that the Nuclear 
Powers can reach agreement. 

The United States representative concluded his 
statement by reviewing the status of the nuclear weapon 
test ban negotiations. First, he said, the recent General 
Assembly session of the United Nations gave a great deal 
of time and debate to the test bzui issue and two resolu- 
tions were the outcome for guidance of this Conference. 
Second, he continued, the main obstacle to agreement re- 
mains the fxindamental issue of underground tests, but he 

added, agreement is almost certain if the question of 

76 

control cuid inspection is settled. 

Soviet critique . The Soviet representative in hit 
opening statement to the Confarance on November remarked 
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in regards to a partial test ban agreement, 

half-measures in the question of the cessation of 
tests, that is such measures as would preserve the 
possibility of carrying out further nuclear weapon 
tests in any one environment, would provide no 
solution to the problem, continued^y all nuclear 

weapon tests, in the atmosphere, under water, under- 
ground or in outer space should be put an end to 
once and for all. Furthermore this problem must be 
solved now. 

In relation to the meetings of the Subcommittee 
during the recess, he said that no progress was made be- 
cause the Western Powers continued to hold to their old 
positions and, as a result, the talks remain in a dead- 
lock. Further, he added that at the nineteen meetings of 
the Subcommittee during the recess, 

the VJestern powers stubbornly continued to put for- 
ward their demand for the establishment of an inter- 
national control system and compulsory inspection 
knowing beforehand that it is impossible to reach 
agreement on such a basis. 

In conclusion, he said that the Westejn position is 
that agreement should be limited to tests only in the 
atmosphere, outer space and underwater, and they insist 
on retaining their freedom of action in regard to con- 
tinuing nuclear tests underground.” The Soviet Union, he 
continued, ”being anxious that the cessation of nuclear 
weapon tests should be real and not Illusory, cannot leave 
the question of underground tests open.” To conclude such 

an agre«nent would result in continuing and extending the 

77 

nuclear arms race and in involving other States in it. 
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At the 84tt meeting on November 28ii>, the Swedish 
representative repeated a previous stateiaent of his when 
he said, 

would it not be worthwhile to consider now the 
establishment, at least on an interim basis, of the 
commission proposed in the Sight-Nation Memorandiim, 
about which the Powers are in agreement, with, as a 
first task, the scientific examination of the question 
of how a control system should be organized? 

He added that such a course would extend the area of agree- 
ment and thereby facilitate the reaching of a permanent 
test ban treaty. 

He then proposed that the Mucleeir Powers call in 
isimediately a panel of scientists from different countries 
and to leave it to this panel to act for the time being as 
an interim commission. This panel would set up on a time- 
limited basis to study auid help establish the necessary 
machinery for a test ban agreement, he pointed out. It 
would also, he continued, furnish the conference with 
scientific and technical information. And he proposed 
that a moratorium be in effect during the existence of 
this scientific panel. 

The advantages to this approach, he remarked, were 
that valuable experience could be gained while negotiation 
continue and it will also make it easier and quicker to 
Install a control system when agreement is reached. 
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In concluding his statement, he said, "if v/e do not 

act very soon it might be too late because we do not know 

how long the favorable circumstances will last which now 

78 

facilitate an agreement." 

Comments on the Swedish proposal . The United States 
representative, in commenting on the Swedish proposal, re- 
affirmed the United States position that the detection 
stations on various countries’ territories and compulsory 
on-site inspection by the commission provide the most 
effective and objective method for both detecting and iden- 
tifying seismic events. He further stated that the 
Swedish proposal appeared to suggest a moratorium tc which 
the United States was opposed unless there was some means 

to give the coimnission the power to conduct on-site inspec- 

79 

tion to verify the moratorium. 

The United Kingdom representative also commented on 
the Swedish proposal when he said, "regardless of whatever 
body is set up we must have the fullest assurance that 
adequate detection exists and that the information derived 
therefrom is properly correlated."®® 

The Burmese representative endorsed the Swedish 
proposal and said, "the setting up of an impartial inter- 
national scientific body was indispensable to a successful 
test ban treaty."®^ 

At the 86tt meeting of the Conference, the Soviet 
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representative rejected the Swedish proposal because it 

would sidetrack the conference from its main task of 

82 

reaching agreement on a comprehensive test ban. 

Weston and Soviet Summary of the Progress of the Sub~ 
committee 

At the 86y» meeting, the United States and the 
Soviet Union each made a more concise report on the prog- 
ress of the Subcommittee. 

Western review . The United States representative 
said that the Western Powers approached the Subcommittee 
meetings during the recess with the hope of finding a 
common ground with the Soviet Union in order to make some 
progress. The West, he explained, proposed a working 
arrangement to look at the operation and composition of 
the international commission, but the Soviet Union stated 
that this would have to wait until outstanding issues in 
principle had been agreed upon. He continued that when it 
was proposed to work out questions relating to the world- 
wide control post system, the Soviet Union said it was not 
necessary, because all the required posts already existed 
and there was no need for coordination and cooperation 
among the existing stations. 

On the question of on-site inspection, the Soviet 
Union, he said, refused to provide information on what 
scientific basis they believed that existing systems of 
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detection were adequate to detect and identify all seismic 
events • 

As for the Soviet position on how agreement could 
be reached, he remarked that they all boiled down to 
acceptance of the Soviet November 28, 1961 proposal. 

First, acceptance of the November 28tb proposal for a com- 
prehensive ban on all tests with the use of national 
systems for detection and identification; second, accept- 
ance of their interpretation of the Eight-Nation • .cjorandum 
as being essentially the same as their November 28U> pro- 
posal plus an international commission of unspecified 
powers; and third, acceptance of a ban on tests in the 
atmosphere, outer space and underwater and a moratorium on 
tests underground. 

He continued that the basic issue has and still re- 
mains the problem of undergrotind testing and its control. 
The West, he said, has proposed to set aside for now this 
issue and accept an agreement in the other environments or 
to settle it *’on a strictly objective scientific basis,*' 

The Soviet Union he contended "purports to have the scien- 
tific basis but refuses to present any scientific evidence 
to support its claim" that national detection systems can 
control a treaty for beinning nuclear tests in all environ- 
ments , 

He concluded by saying that the Western position is 
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still ’’crystal clear” about the subject of an uncontrolled 

moratorlumi "we will not enter into such an uncontrolled) 

S3 

uninspected moratorium arrangement again.” 

Soviet review . The Soviet representative in his 
initial remarks said that the position of each side had 
been narrowed considerably and are now not far apart. Con- 
sequently) he added) no great effort is needed to overcome 
the small distance separating the Nuclear Powers from 
reaching agreement. 

In reference to the United Nations debate and resolu- 
tions) he said that three conclusions can be drawn: first) 

that all nuclear tests must be prohibited without excep- 
tion; second) that it is difficult and almost impossible 
to reach agreement while testing is being continued; and 
third) there is solid and overwhelming support for the 
Eight-Nation Memorandum for compromise solution to the 
problem of banning nuclear weapon tests. 

As a compromise solution to the problems dead- 
locking the Subcoiwnittee on th'. test ban issue proposed 
that the suggestion put forth by Soviet and ’Western scien- 
tists meeting in London that the use of automatic seismic 
stations which do not require the presence of foreign 
inspectors might be considered. He continued that the 
Soviet Union was prepsred to accept this idea for the 
purpose of control. 
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He reaffirmed the Soviet contention that they could 

not accept compulsory inspection because of national secu» 

rity reasons and that existing and technical improvements 

84 

make the demand for inspection superfluous* 

Western reply . The United Kingdom in replying to the 
Soviet statement remarked that the difference between the 
two sides had indeed been narrowed, but the narrowing, he 
said, had been done entirely by the West and ”not one iota 
of it from the Soviet Union." 

In relation to the use of automatic seismic stations 
he said that the conclusion of the experts vras that they 
would be helpful in reducing the number of on-site inspec- 
tions but not of eliminating them.^^ 

At the 87th meeting of the Conference on December 
5b, the United Kingdom and the United States representa- 
tives both made statements that basically attributed an 
inflexible Soviet position as the reason for continued 
deadlock. The United States delegate went ftirther and 
stated that 

it appears that the Soviet Union in their actions 
and statements in the Conference and the Subcommittee 
is attempting to txirn the United Nations resolution 
into an uncontrolled moratorium on underground 
tests. /VIq added thaj^ the United States delegation 
believes~that we may once again be greeted with a 
unilateral pledge on the part of the Soviet Union. 

Debate over Automatic Seismic Stations 



United States views . At the 89ti meeting of the 
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Conference on December 70, the United States representa- 
tive gave a formal reply to the Soviet proposal o. using 
automatic seismic stations for control. He stated that a 
close review of the Soviet proposal revealed that the pro- 
posal as it now stands is that it is not to be considered 
as a part of an overall control system. The Soviet pro- 
posal, he continued, is that we agree in principle not 
only to accept some 

imclear, undefined system of automatic seismic 
stations to monitor underground tests, without 
regard to where they might be located and without 
regard to the equipment in those stations or how 
they would function but, also, that the Western 
Powers must accept the Soviet view that no on-site 
inspection would be necessary in cuiy circumstances. 

This the United States representative declared the West 

could not accept and on the present basis, the proposal is 

unacceptable. 

He added, however, that the West was willing to 

study in a scientific, objective, and impartial manner any 

proposal which the Soviet Union would make on autcwmatic 

seismic stations. Further, he stated, there is no evidence 

which indicates that a system of automatic stations could 

replace completely or substantially a manned network of 

control stations or could do away with obligatory on-site 
87 

inspections. 

Soviet views . At the 90ti meeting on December 12tt, 



the Soviet Union proposed acceptance of the Soviet proposal 
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to consider automatic seismic stations. The Soviet Union, 
the Soviet representative said, would agree th. t these 
stations should be established in highly seismic areas in 
the Soviet Union and it was willing to allow foreign 
personnel to deliver and retrieve the equipment for the 
international center. Thus, he argued, the proposal would 
consist of "automatic seismic stations with certain ele- 
ments of international control."®® 

Additional Western comments . The United States 
representative welcomed the Soviet statement as meaning 
that the Soviet Union was ready to negotiate further on 
the use of automatic seismic static ns. He added that the 
West had not rejected the idea of "black boxes” but re- 
jected the idea that they replace the need for manned con- 

89 

trol stations and on-site inspection. 

Summary of the Subcommittee Meetings During this Period 
At the 94th meeting of the Conference on December 
19Ui just prior to the recess of the Conference, the Nuclear 
Powers reviewed the progress of the Subcommittee and the 
outstanding issues on the nuclear weapon test beui problem. 

VJestern review . The United States representative 
began his review of the test ban issue interpreting the 
Soviet proposal for the use of automatic seismic stations 
in the control system. The proposal, he argued, boiled 
down to Western acceptance of the automatic seismic 
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stations but that there would be no coordination or super- 
vision of nationally manned detection stations nor any 
obligatory on-site inspections. 

The Western position was that a properly located 
euad adequately built system of automatic stations might 
possibly be useful but there was no scientific facts or 
information that such a system could replace a manned sta- 
tion system nor would it eliminate the need for on-site 
inspections. 

He commented fxxrther that a system of automatic 
seismic stations properly equipped and located might be 
helpful in checking on data provic'^d by nationally manned , 
internationally coordinated stations. He added, however, 
that because of the difference in opinion on the capability 
of a proposed automatic seismic system, the West had pro- 
posed a meeting of qualified experts to make a scientific 
and technical study of the use of automatic seismic sta- 
tions in a detection system. To support this Western 
proposal, he gave several reasons for such studies: first, 

it is necessary to know the technical capabilities of such 
a system to determine its proper scope in €tn overall de- 
tection and identification system; sec>:*ad, need to examine 
the equipment itself and properly analyse it under actual 
conditions to enable proper placement to receive maximum 
benefit from a system of automatic seismic stations; and 














1 « 










t 



fld.*; 



I 



vi 



M IMP* M 





« 



















' J W 
* % , 






I 






irf' 




^1 



266 



third, it provides another means to narrow the area of dis- 
agreement even further in the area of identification of 
underground tests. 

To this Western proposal for a scientific study, the 
Soviet Union, he pointed out, has not responded but "con- 
tinues to insist that we agree in principle first and then 
discuss the technical det^uils," 

In relation to the Soviet proposal to accept foreign 

personnel to deliver, place, anc retrieve automatic s israic 

equipment under proper safeguards, he said, 

this is a step forward towards solving the problem 
of international coordination and supervision of a 
detection and identification. continued that_j7 

although, their proposal was made in reference to 
the placement of automatic seismic stations it could 
just as easily be applied to on-site inspection 
groups and could eliminate the Soviet fear of espio- 
nage by foreign personnel. 

As to the United Nations resolution calling for the 
end of all tests as of 1 January 1963, he said, the Soviet 
interpretation that this means whether agreement is 
reached or not and the acceptance of an uninspected, un- 
controlled moratorium is unfounded and unacceptable. The 
United States, he said, interprets this resolution to mean 
the Conference should strive to reach by 1 January 1963 
agreement on an adequate and effective treaty with an 
effective detection and identification system. To reacn 
this goal, he pointed out that there were two roads 
available: first, by reaching agreement on a comprehensive 
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ban on all tests with adequate and effective control} or 
second, if the difficulties to reaching a compr hensive 
ban are too great then a paxtial bart against tests in the 
areas v/here they can be adequately controlled and v^here 
there is already agreement should be followed. 

In summary, he said, 

the United States has done its level best to reach 
agreement with the Soviet Union on an effective 
treaty banning tests, but the United States is just 
not prepared to accept another sad experience with 
a tanilateral uninspected arrangement on tests, nor 
is it prepared to accept an unworkable system of 
•'black boxes" in its Christmas stocking. ^0 

Soviet review . The Soviet representative in his 
remarks on the course of the meet; igs of the Sxibcommittee 
stated that the main issue preventing agreement remains 
the problem of inspection. He continued that the Soviet 
Union considers inspections as not necessary in order to 
reach agreement on banning all nuclear weapon tests. 

In relation to the automatic seismic station pro- 
posal, he stated, 

what is to be put into the automatic stations we 
wish to solve in collaboration with the 'Western 
Powers, but these details can and should be agreed 
after we have reached agreement in principle with 
the United States on the use of the automatic 
stations as an adjunct to national detection sys- 
tems without the demand for inspection. 

As to technical studies , he said that the negotia- 
tions are now deadlocked and if a technical discussion v/as 
started without reaching a preliminary landerstanding on 
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the basic principles it would *' inevitably'* introduce 

91 

another deadlock towards reaching agreement. 

Summaxy 

The Conference recessed on December 20, 1962, with 
continued deadlock on banning nuclear weapon tests. This 
period started on November 26, 1962, after extensive 
United Nations debate and a mandate in the form of a 
General Assembly resolution that the Conference and the 
Nuclear Powers use everything in their power to conclude 
an agreement by January 1, 1963. 

The majority of the time was spent in trying to 
find a path to break the d*-adlock on the test ban issue. 
The non-nuclear members made repeated suggestions, but 
none of them were accepted by the Nuclear Powers. The 
Soviet proposal for automatic seismic stations was the 
only new proposal that was introduced, but this was tied 
to the question of inspections. The period ended with the 
same deadlock as existed when it began. 

Thus the Conference recessed without reaching 
agreement on the cut-off date proposed by the United 
Nations resolution, 

V. THE FOURTH PERIOD FEBRUARY 12, 1963 - 
JUIIE 21, 1963 

Introduct ion 



This period commenced on February 12, 1963, after a 
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recess from December 20, 1962. Fifty-two pleneury sessions 
were held, but the Subcommittee on a Treaty for the Dis- 
continuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests was not reconvened. 

The period opened on a note of optimism following a 
series of private talks between the Nuclear Powers during 
the recess* Ho.'ever, even with the Soviet acceptance of 
the principle of on-site inspection and the use of auto- 
matic seismic stations to suppl--x»ent national detection 
systems, agreement was not possible because of di. ; sx :^nces 
between the technical and political aspects of inspection. 
The basic positions that the sides held at the beginning 
of the period they still held at the end of the period, 

A great deal of the cliscussion in the early part of 
the period was spent in trying to work out procedures to 
continue the debate on the test ban issue and also to dis- 
cuss other issues of disarmament. With both sides dead- 
locked in their positions on the test ban, the conference 
finally decided to discuss the nuclear test ban problem on 
Monday of each week and turn to problems of general anJ 
complete disarmaments at the other meetings. 

The United States put forth comprehensive details 
of the technical aspects of its position on inspectioiis , 
but the Soviet Union refused to discuss these details v- til 
there was agreement on principle. 

The announcement of new private talks of the Nuclear 
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Powers in Moscov/ on July 15, 1963, added another optimis- 
tic note at the close of the period when the Conference 
recessed on June 21, 1963. 



Opening Statements 

United States review of the meetings held during 

the recess . At the 96tt meeting on February 12tl>, the United 

States representative in his opening remarks stated 

that there is some reason to hope that a test ban 
agreement may be on the way, for it does seem to us 
that the basic ingredient of success— a desire for 
agreement by both nuclear sides may now exist. 

He continued that an exchange of letters between 
President Kennedy and Premier Khrushchev had produced a 
new negotiating position where the one remaining o=- tacle 
to agreement remained the details of a verification 
system. The system seems to be in agreement, he said, and 
outlined it ast 

First, the system now under discussion is prem- 
ised on the use of nationally owned and operated 
detection networks. Those national stations would 
submit data regularly and in a uniform manner to 
an international data collection centre, ^t the 
recent meetings in New York and 'Washington, the 
United States and the Soviet Union exchanged prelimi- 
nary lists of seismograph stations from which the 
data-gathering arm of the verification system might 
be selected. Such selected stations in each others 
territory would form the basic network and the United 
States haa given the Soviet Union a general descrip- 
tion of the type of instruments used at each of the 
United States stations. 

The second element of the new verification system 
involves the use of automatically recording seismo- 
graph stations. Such stations could supplement the 
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data collected by national stations and could help 
to a degree in detecting, locating and identifying 
seismic events, thus improving the capabilities of 
the verification system. At private meetings which 
took place during the recess, the United States sug- 
gested ten sites in United States territory where 
automatic recorder might be located. The United 
States delegation furnished information on the 
average seismic noise levels at those sites. The 
Soviet Union accepted one of the United States sites 
declined the other nine, and requested two others in 
their place. The United States said that it did not 
object to the two alternative sites, and gave the 
Soviet Union noise level data for those two sites as 
well. The United States specified ten general areas 
within the Soviet territory v/here autom*-tic recorders 
might well be located. The United States asked the 
Soviet Union to designate specific sites for auto- 
matic stations within those ten eireas, to be recom- 
mended by the Soviet government on the basis of its 
knowledge of the noise level and other local factors. 
The areas specified by the United States included 
the areas of the three sites suggested by the Soviet 
Union but the United States did not accept the soviet 
contention that there need only be three such auto- 
matic stations. 

Later on, in private talks the United States sug- 
gested that its requirement might be met v/ith seven 
automatic stations if satisfactory assurances could 
be obtained concerning the characteristics of Soviet 
national seismography network. There was no recip- 
rocal response by the Soviet Union, which continued 
to state that the three sites specified in Chairman 
Khrushchev’s letter of 7 January would be sufficient 
and that no additional sites could be contemplated. 
Noise level data for the three Soviet suggested 
sites were produced by the Soviet Union at the last 
session of the private talks. 

The third element of the new verification system 
involves on-site Inspections. The on-site inspection 
quota concept, first officially advsmced by the 
Soviet Government in 1959 and then repudiated by it 
in 1961 has again been accepted by the Soviet Govern- 
ment. 

The United States representative supimeirized the new 
status of a nuclear weapons test ban agreement by saying 
that ”we have a new premise for negotiation, we are now 
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talking aJoout a verification system based on national 

manned detection stations, automatic seismic stations and 

a quota of on-site inspections.” 

He concluded his statement by saying that 

we agree with the Soviet Union that the conclusion 
of a test ban treaty is a political act and, indeed, 
an act of the highe«;t importance. We reject the 
Soviet contention, nowever, that the provisions for 
the control system can also be decided solely on a 
political basis, without regard for objective 
scientific considerations. We must therefore, con- 
tinue to be guided by our best understanding of the 
current technical situation, and this will ine\i- 
tably prescribe for us the outer bounds of any 
agreement . 

Soviet statement . The Soviet representative in his 
opening statement spent v<jry little on the nucleaur test 
ban issue. He said that the Soviet proposal to accept on- 
site inspection was truly a concession to the West which 
had repeatedly stated that they were ready to conclude an 
agreement if the Soviet Union accepted on-site inspection. 
He added, the Soviet Union still considers on-site inspec- 
tion as unnecessary but "we are willing to give each sioe 
two or three to satisfy the fears and desires of th^ 

West." 

United Arab Republic Proposal 

At the 99u» meeting of the Conference on February 
18tt, the United Arab Republic representative proposec 
three methods of proceeding as alternative means in an 
attempt to break the present deadlock in the nuclear 
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weapons test ban negotiations. First, that the nuclear 
parties might sulmit nev; draft test bem treaties incor- 
porating their* ideas and formulations. Second, suggested 
that working papers might be produced setting out the back- 
ground to or the outline of the Nuclear Powers thinking on 
the various problems in tnc test ban question. Third, if 
agreement on quota namber of inspection could not be 
reached immediately, for the tme being this question 
could be put aside and the Nuclear Powers could proceed 

with the discussion of other pertinent and relevant 
94 

problems. 

Cn the 20Ui of Februaury at tl 100u> meeting, the 
United States representative stated in reference to the 
representative of the United Arab Republic's propose! for 
alternative procedures that the United States would agree 
to any one of the suggested procedures that were acceptable 
to the Soviet Union. 

The Soviet representative rejected the proposal on 

procedures outlined by the United Arab republic by saying, 

flexibility, in our opinion should help towards finding 
ways to solving outstanding issues as quickly as pos- 
sible, but if one takes flexibility to mean, and calls 
flexibility, an approach which leads the C.oai«itt«c 
away from solving the main issues, then we are oppoaee 
to such flexibility, we are opposed to such an ap- 
proach. 



Deadlock Continues 



United States reviews status of the negotiations . 



I 
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At the 100U> meeting on February 20iJi, the United states 
representative commenting on the progress of the -anference 
said that, although there appears to be a narrowing between 
the two positions^ there also appears to be a deepening gull 
which makes it more difficult to bridge. 

He then outlined the latest steps that the •fest has 
taken to reach agreement. He described them as: 

(a) reduced substantially their requi«ements on 
an annual quota on on-site inspections. 

(b) agreed to remove their previous requirement 
that nationally manned control posts should bo 
subject to international supervision and control. 

(c) agreed, provided the Soviet Union will supply 
data concerning the capzibility of its own national 
stations and will reaffirm its ireeraent of last 
sximmer to build new natlo;*c.l stations where these 
are needed, to consider reducing to seven the number 
of automatic stations, they believed will te n*‘^fed 
on Soviet territory* 

(d) agreed to accept reasonable figure* on tiv« 
extent of the area subject to inspection. 

(e) indicated their willingness to reach an 
accommodation with the Soviet Union regarding par- 
ticularly sensitive military installations which 
might bo located in an area to be Inspected. 

Soviet views on the status of the negotiations . 

The Soviet representative attacked the Western Powers for 
retreating from a position upon which they declared that 
agreement could be reached; that is, Soviet acceptance of 
the principle of on-site inspection, he added that pre- 
vious statements of the Western representatives asking 
only that the Soviet Union accept the position they repu- 
diated with the November 28, 1961, proposal implied 
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Western acceptance of the Soviet quota for on-site inspec- 
tions of two to three per year. He accused the *est of 
now naming eight to ten on-site inspections and couching 
this in the form of an ultimatum. 

He closed his statement by saying that 

if their purpose is to protract the negotiations, 
if their p’urpose is t'. take advantage of the -soviet 
Union’s constructive position in order to bargain 
for the g eatest possible number of inspections, 
then we cism straight out that nothing will come of 
this except delay, 

Soviet Union clarifies position. At the 101st 
meeting, the Soviet representative outlined the Soviet 
position in relation to the international elements of the 
proposed treaty, Ke stated them as: 

(1) Two to three on-site inspections a year on 
the territory of each nuclear power, 

(2) The installation of three automatic seismic 
stations on the territory of each nuclear power. 

The stations may also be situated on the territories 
of non-nuclear States, naturally with the consent 

of their governments, 

(3) The establishment of an international com- 
mission of scientists, as proposed by the eight 
non-aligned States members of the Jighteen-Hation 
Committee, 



He repeated the Soviet view that on-sitc inspections 
are not necessary and that Soviet acceptance of this prin- 
ciple was done solely to facilitate agreement. 

In regard to automatic seismic stations these, too, 
he said, were not necessary but were again put forv/ard by 
the Soviet Union in an effort to reach agreement, Ke 
declared that the Soviet Union still contended that 
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national detection and identifying systems were scien- 
tifically capable of detecting and identifying all nuclear 
explosions* 

In reference to the discussion of details and side 
issues, he said that the Soviet Union is opposed — uuc*. 
procedures because "if the basic issues ace not settled it 
is impossible to settle them by discussion of otncir re- 
lated issues*" 

The Soviet representative stated in concluaion ti*at 

the Soviet Union remains firm in its convict.:'. ~'iat 
despite tlie complication created by the actions of 
the United States at the present time th«rr are still 
possibilities for reaching without delay an honest 
and fair agreement that would satisfy all oarti^ft* 

The keynotes of the Soviet posit- on he repeatal .ere: 

first, national means alone ensure effective -ontrol over 

all typos of tests; second, the number of on-aitc inSi-ec- 

tions and automatic seismic stations is not a subject for 

bargaining; and third, the guarantee of success of the 

. . 

negotiatxons lies in solving the basic issues** ‘ 

United States comments * The United -tatea repre- 
sentative said that the Soviet position as it stands boil* 
down to, that the number of on-site inipectioni iir not 
negotiable and that acceptance of this number by the 
United States is necessary before anything else is Jic- 
cussed* 

In regard to the numbtr of inspections oroposeu by 
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the West, he said that there was a possibility of a mis- 
understanding but that in the letter that President 
Kennedy sent to Premier Khrushchev on December 28, 1962, 
he clearly stated the United States position ass 

V/ith respect to the number of on-site inspections 
there appears to have been some misunderstanding* 

Your impression seems to be that Ambassador Dean 
told Deputy Kuzentsov that the United States might 
be prepared to accept eui annual number of on-site 
inspections between two and four* Ambassador Dean 
advises me that the only number which he mentioned 
in his discussions with Deputy Minister Kuzentsov 
was a number between eight and ten* This represented 
a substantial decrease in the request of the United 
States as we had previously been insisting upon a 
number between 12-20* I had hoped that the Soviet 
Union would match this motion on the part of the 
United States by an equivalent motion in the figure 
of two to three on-site inspections which it had 
some-time ago indicated it might allow* 

The United States representative also added that 
subsequent to this letter private talks were held in New 
York and v;ashington so there would not be any further mis- 
understanding about the number of inspections desired by 
the United States*^®® 

Soviet Counter-reply * The Soviet representative in 
replying to the United States representative’s statement 
simply stated that in a conversation that he had with 
Axnbassador Dean on 30 or 31 October 1962, Mr. Dean said that 
the main point about which wo differed was underground 
tests* The Soviet representative then quoted Mr. Dean as 
saying, ”If the Soviet Union were to agree to a small num- 
ber, say two to four inspections, I assure you, that there 
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will be no more differences between us." The Soviet rep- 
resentative added that "of course, it was only an unoffi- 
cial figure." However, he continued, further unofficial 
statements including those made to Professor Federov of 
the Soviet Union by Professor Wiesner of the United States, 
where the figure of two to three inspections was also men- 
tioned and the official statements of the United Kingdom 
representative in this Conference also confirmed this 
Western position. He concluded that "the issue has been 
clarified and that it should not serve as an obstacle to 
o\ir negotiations."^®^ 

United States Proposes Smaller Humber of Inspections 

At the 102nd meeting of the Conference on February 
25U, the United States representative indicated that in 
private talks he had with the Soviet representative he ex- 
plained the United States position on a number of the 
features of the inspection system. Also, he said the 
United States could accept an annual quota of seven on- 
site inspections if the Soviet Union was willing to accept 

102 

the verification system envisaged by the United States. 

Views on Automatic Seismic Systems Aired 

At the 103rd meeting on February 27to, the Soviet 
representative set forth the Soviet position on the use of 
automatic seismic stations. He said that the Soviet Union 
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sees the pturpose of the stations is to verify the proper 
functioning of national networks for detection and identi- 
fication of nuclear explosions. In order to fulfill this 
purpose) he explained) there is no need for a large mimber 
of stations. Soviet scientists) he continued) consider 
that more than three stations on Soviet territory would do 

’’absolutely nothing more to verify the proper functioning 

103 

of national networks.” 

At the lOStt meeting on March 13i^) the United States 
representative outlined the United States views on the 
role of the automatic seismic stations. 

He stated that the Western Powers envisaged that 
the Nuclear Powers would supply sealed recorders and cer- 
tain sealed instruments for automatic stations. The 
stations) he continued) would be built according to agreed 
specifications by the host country) and the host country 
would assume certain maintenance responsibilities in con- 
junction with the stations. Oata, he explained, would be 
picked up and the instruments maintained and checked by 
personnel from the other side and from the international 
commission) a maximxim of eight times yearly. He continued 
that duplicate recorders outside the stations would record 
duplicate data and host country personnel would pick up 
and transmit this data to the international commission for 
its own use and for transmission to the other side. 
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The United States, he said in summary, has proposed 

that seven such stations be built and operated in the 
104 

Soviet Union. 

Debate on Procedures Continues 

United States outlines views on procedures . At the 
104U> meeting, the United States representative outlined 
the United States on procedures which the Conference should 
follow to reach an agreement on the nuclear weapons test 
ban issue. He stated that the VJestern position was, ’’that 
we wish to discuss concurrently with the question of the 
annual quota of on-site inspections, the question of when, 
where, how zind by whom inspections are to be carried out." 
This procedure, he argued, would make it easier to find a 
mutually acceptable number of inspections. 

In regard to the Soviet claim of the ability of 
national systems to detect and identify all nuclear explo- 
sions, he stated that this is scientifically unfounded, and 
called on the Soviet Union to produce the scientific proof 
to support their claim. 

In conclusion, he said that Soviet answers to the 
questions on criteria to locate events; on how will they 
be selected for inspection within the quota; on the size 
and shape of the inspection area; on how the inspection 
v^ill be carried out; and the composition of the inspection 
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are necessary because they have a direct relation to the 

105 

raeaningfulness of any inspection quota. 

Soviet views . The Soviet representative rejected 
the United States proposal for consideration of related or 
technical issues and repeated former arguments that to 
discuss administrative or technical questions without 
agreement on the main question *'we would need not only 
days but many weeks and months, perhaps even years, of 
technical discussion." 

In conclusion, he stated that the only path to 

agreement is to agree on the comprehensive conditions 

which the Soviet Union has put forth because they are em 

106 

acceptance of "Western proposals in their entirety." 

Western views of Soviet stand on technical issues . 

On March the United States representative, commenting 
on the Soviet rejection of the proposal to discuss the re- 
lated technical details of the inspection issue, denied 
that they would lead to ftirther deadlock and delay. He 
continued that the United States could not view the one 
item of on-site inspection quota in complete isolation from 
all the other factors relevant to the issues. He explained 
that these factors will determine the relevancy of the 
number selected of its adequacy in the system of verifying 
observance of the treaty. 

In conclusion, he said, "frankly, we are now somewhat 
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at a loss about how to proceed on this question if ovir 

negotiating partners refuse to discuss most of the unre- 

solved questions and post an ultimatum on the one issue 

107 

which they will discuss." 

Soviet counter-reply . The Soviet representative 

simply stated that the Soviet Union was not opposed to dis~ 

cussing the technical issues at once 

just as soon as we see that the United States is 
willing to reach agreement on the basis of the 
comprcxnise proposals for a quota of two to three 
inspections and the number of automatic seismic 

stations .108 



Views of the Eight Non-Aligned Members 

The Mexican representative summarized the position of 

the eight non-aligned members of the Committee at the 109U> 

meeting on March 15to. 

He began his statement by saying 

the negotiation of a treaty when the sides concerned 
fear and distrust each other and when a struggle for 
prestige is involved, when each attributes to the 
other secret and malicious intei^tions, is a task 
requiring great patience ^lnd immense tenacity. 

^e addedj/ only the clear realization that a funda- 
mental and common interest which transcends all dif- 
ferences is at stake can persistence in this task 
be possible. 

This, he contended, is the political climate in which the 
Conference finds itself, and such eure the circumstances in 
which an attempt to negotiate a nuclear weapons test ban 
is being made. 

He accused the Nuclear Powers of sincerely desiring zui 
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agreement but this desire was ’’feeble, weak and incom- 
plete,” a desire he said ’’subject to so many conditions, 
promises and provisos that it lacks any creative po^er." 

He continued that the distance that separates the 
Nuclear Powers from agreement does not depend and is not 
measured by the difference between the number of inspec- 
tions. The distance, he said, is a question of will, the 
willingness to negotiate all controversial points. He 
continued , 

A solution depends on the evaluation which each side 
makes of, and the importance it attaches to, the 
urgent settlement of these problems, and the political 
appraisal, right or wrong, v/hich it makes of the con- 
sequences of failure. 

He stated further that ’’whether we admit it or not, 
whether we like it or not, the cessation of nuclear tests 
is the basis and a prerequisite for any progress in the 
various aspects of general disarmament." 

To show that this was the sentiment of the non- 
aligned members, he quoted statements of the other non- 
aligned representatives supporting this position. 

The Burmese representative said at the lOStt meeting, 
’’first things must come first. And the cessation of 
nuclear tests comes first . • • , ” 

The Swedish representative also stated at the 100u> 
meeting, ”My delegation also fully endorses the view 
that the conference must concentrate its immediate 
efforts on the test ban issue," 

The Indian representativ said, "We are here to 
achieve agreements on general and complete disarmament 
.... But there is a logic of events; and the logic 
of events at this moment is such that it gives pri- 
ority to the question of a test ban," 
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The Sthioplen representative stated, "that his 
delegation • • • associates itself with the determina- 
tion, widely expressed, to make headway in the task 
entrusted to this Committee: First, by solving the 

remaining problems that divide the Nuclear Powers 
on the question of a test ban treaty;". 

The Brazilian representative said at the 103rd 
meeting that "Even had we desired to give priority in 
our discussions to other iraport 2 uit problems, it would 
have been difficult for the Conference to direct its 
interests temporarily from the questions of 
tests . • . . 

At the 98tJi meeting the representative of Nigeria 
had this to say, "My delegation has at all times main- 
tained that it is pointless talking about disarmament 
unless an effective stop is put to the perfection of 
these diabolical weapons of mass annihilation and 
naked aggression against humanity." 

And finally, the representative of the United Arab 
Republic said at the 99i!> meeting that "I feel it my 
duty, however, to state frankly that our study of 
disarmament problems in the absence of the long 
cherished and now feasible test ban agreement, or at 
least in the absense of favourable signs for its 
solution, will remain, to say the least, largely 
academic. " 

The Mexican representative continued and accused 
the Nuclear Powers of not giving adequate consideration to 
the views and .roposals submitted by the eight non-aligned 
members of the Conference. 

He then proposed, for the tii^- being, a provisional 
agreement to suspend vinderground tests, which will permit 
beurming of tests in the three environments where no inter- 
national control is required since the national means ara 
sufficient to identify "explosions." However, he added, 
this provisional agreement woula itot be an uncontrolled 
moratorium "as the principle of on-site inspection has 
been accepted." This agreement, he continued, would ened^le 
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the setting into motion the complicated machinery of the 
international commission as proposed by the Sight-Nation 
Memorandum. Further, he said, this agreement could e 
established for a definite time limit. 

In conclusion, he summarized, the position of the 
eight non-aligned members as desiring that all possible 
ways to reach an agreement be explored} but if a compre- 
hensive and definite treaty cannot be attained in a short 

time, then the possibilities of a provisional agreement 

109 

should be considered. 

Soviet comments . The Soviet representative in his 
comments on the position of the non-aligned said that the 
Soviet Union was in complete agreement with the urgency 
and desires of the world that an early agreement be reached, 
but the inflexible United States position prevents the 
reaching of early agreement.^^® 

United States comments . The United States repre- 
sentative denied the Soviet charge of inflexibility and 
charged that it was the Soviet Union because of its failure 
to give its views on necessary related issues that is 
preventing progress in the negotiations. 

Debate Over On-Site Inspections and Control 

On April 1st, the United states representative at 
the II 6 U 1 meeting summarized the United States position in 
relation to on-site inspections as follows ^ 
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First, we believe that each nuclear side should 
designate the events it wishes to inspect in the 
territory of the other, submitting seismic data to 
locate the event and indicating that it cannot be 
identified as eui earthquake according to agreed 
criteria* 

Second , it v/ill be necessary to arrive at agreement 
on the scientific criteria which would be used to 
determine v/hether an event had been located and could 
not be identified as natural in origin. Past negotia- 
tions with the Soviet Union resulted in considerable 
agreement in that area, and we ask the Soviet repre- 
sentative to reaffirm the points of agreement reached 
earlier and to work out understandings on the points 
not previously agreed upon. 

Third, we believe that sifter the country in whose 
territory a designated event has taken place has had 
sin opportunity to present additional data concerning 
the event, and there has been an opportunity to con- 
sider the data obtained from the automatic stations , 
the other nuclear side should make the decision 
whether to select the event for on-site inspection 
within the quota of inspections. 

Fourth, we have proposed that the area to be in- 
spected be an ellipse with the semi-major axis of not 
more than 15 kilometres and an area of not more than 
500 square kilometres. 

Fifth, we have proposed that certain important 
functions of inspection teams be performed by tech- 
nical experts from the nuclear side in order to maximize 
the deterrent and confidence building effect of in- 
spection. In addition, we have outlined what operations 
the team might actually perform within the inspection 
area. 

Sixth, v/e have proposed various safeguards for the 
security of the host country including exclusion of 
sensitive defense installations from the inspection 
area and provisions to ensure that members of inspec- 
tion teams or foreign personnel visiting unmanned 
seismic stations do not have the opportunity to engage 
in improper activities. 

Seventh, we have indicated that a discussion of all 
these points , not in minute detail but in broad out- 
line, will be of assistance in surriving at a parallel 
agreement on another main issue; the actual number of 
on-site inspections . 

Soviet Views on the Control Organization . Also, at 
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summarized the current status of the negotiations and the 
Soviet concept of the control organization. 

He stated that the actual situation is charac- 
terized by the fact that the positions of the two sides 
have drawn closer together. First, he said, by the ad- 
mission of the United States "that national systems are 
adequate for control over agreement.*' This, he argued, is 
supported by the fact that the United States will accept 
agreement on prohibition of tests in the atmosphere, outer 
space and underwater. In regards to underground explosions, 
he added, this problem could have been solved the same way. 
However, he said, the United States put forward demands 
for inspection of suspicious seismic events. To facilitate 
agreement, the Soviet representative declared, the Soviet 
Union agreed to two to three inspections per year although 
they are not necessary. However, the Soviet concession to 
the United States, he remarked, has not been accepted, and 
the deadlock continues. 

As to the control organization, he said, it now con- 
tains eight components; 

(1) The national observation networks of the 
Nuclear Powers. 

(2) The national observatirn networks of other 
non-nuclear Powers, that is socialist countries and 
countries forming part of the VJestern militziry blocs. 

(3) The national networks of the non-aligned 
countries. 

(4) The network of United States seismic stations 
scattered over foreign countries, mainly around the 
boundaries of the Soviet Union. 
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(5) The installation of three seismic stations 
each on the territory of the Soviet Union and the 
territory of the United States, 

(6) The installation of seismic stations on the 
territory of countries adjacent to the Soviet Union 
and the United States, 

(7) An international centre for collecting and 
processing data received from national observation 
systems and automatic seismic stations , 

(8) An agreement on two to three on-site inspec- 
tions a year on the territory of the nuclear powers. 

The Soviet representative continued that the control 
system "taken as a whole, is sufficiently many sides and 
reliable to ensure confidence that a nuclear test ban 
treaty is being complied with," 

In regards to the United States insistence that 
discussion of technical details and its exposition of its 
views on this aspect, the Soviet representative said, "we 
shall not go along that path and shall continue to insist 
on the solution of the question of the inspection quota, 

United St-tes Analysis of the Soviet Position , At 
the 1191S meeting of the Conference on April 8tb, the United 
States representative analyzed the bov* t position and 
their arguments to support it. He s-iid that the Soviet 
representative had followed three major lines of argument 
in the support of the Soviet position. These he outlines 
as: first, sought to defend the procedural stand on the 

basis that "the West wished to avoid agreement by engaging 
the Conference in what he frequently termed as a morass of 
technical details"; second, he has alleged that the West 
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actually proposed the numbers upon which the Soviet Union 
now insists "we must agree if there is to be a nuclear test 
ban treaty"; and third, the Soviet representative and his 
allies have dredged up numerous misrepresentations of 
previous Western positions on the technical and scientific 
basis for on— site inspection, to seek to undercut the 
importance of scientific factors in the question of on— site 
inspections* 

The United States representative continued that the 
Soviet maneuvers had failed because of several factors: 
first, they have not shown what they have sought to show, 
that the Western position ignored the scientific and tech- 
nical factors which make it possible to form a realistic 
judgment about the size of the quota of on-site inspections 
and the effectiveness of such a quota; second, their ex- 
tensive quotation from Western scientific sources gave 
credence to the Western position that there will be a 
number of xinidentif ied events which can b< identified only 
by on-site inspections; and third, they have not produced 
any new Soviet scientific data to support their case. 

The United States representative in concluding his 

statement asked the Soviet Union to review its own position 

to see if there is not some "small flexibility which we in 

114 

the West have shown." 
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Soviet Union defends Its position * The Soviet rep- 
resentative in replying to the United States representa- 
tive’s analysis of the Soviet position and argumentation 
simply stated that the statement had not disproved the 
Soviet position. He added that it only managed to refute 
the statements of prominent scientists and officials in the 
United States. He repeated his previous arguments that the 
only course to follow was to settle the main issue and this 
had been greatly aided by the Soviet compromise proposals. 

Soviet analysis of the United States position. At 
the 126^1 meeting of the Conference on April 29u», the 
Soviet representative summarized the Soviet interpretation 
of the United States position. He summarized it as: 

Having admitted the effectiveness of national 
means of control in regard to underground nuclear 
explosions, the United States lapsed into an obvious 
inconsistency in its position, sxi inconsistency which 
has in fact led our negotiations on this question 
once more again into an impasse. The point is that, 
having recognized the effectiveness of national 
systems of control in regard to underground nuclear 
explosions, the United States oujnt to have cibandoned 
completely all claims in respect of on-site inspec- 
tions. At the present time thi- - smand for on-site 
inspections is untenable and unnecessary from the 
standpoint of control. 

United States Jefense of its position . At the 131st 



meeting on May 13ti), the United States defended the United 
States position. He said the stauraent by the Soviet 
representative lead to the following conclusions: first, 

the West must agree with the Soviet position or the 
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conference was just a ’’waste of time”; second, ' the --ovict 
representative appears to be laying the foundation for 
another grand retreat along the lines of the last grand 
retreat of the Soviet Union from th*. principle ot of*- site 
Inspection on November 28, 1961”; and third, the fai Uire 
of the Soviet Union to spell out the eurrangements 'i<v3et: 
it would accept inspections raises ’’real doubts about 
whether the -oviet Union has re-occept»d th«? princiMl* o-f 
on-site inspect_o*i.” 

In conclusion, the United States represen >3 

said, 



Unfortunately , the Soviet representative seams 
intent on diverting our attention <ro* our main 
effort, which should be to discuaa and *gre» 
the main portions of a treaty ¥fi*ch would ensiAra 
the effective cessation of nuclear weapon testing. 

Ke has used arguments which a*id up to an ultl*at\», 
and then attempted to place the b«jrd<n for laeV sT 
progress on the West. He. ha» claimed that hie 
positions are purely political, but he has trieu •* 
distort the statement o? eminent Westar** sclent:! *C 5 
in order to soa^ehow technically tc prov« his c«a«. 

In each of those instances he has, ol coursa, tii#*l 
to divert the attention of the Ccnfcrcnc* frc 0 > the 
weakest part of the ioviet paaltioo, which is th-s 
absolute lack of f exibility Bhoww h«r« by the oviai 
Union and comp^^e--', failure of tne ioviet union t;o put 
forward concrete positions on •oit of kh« :<uest«FKUw^ 
issutis of a nuclear test fc«i> treaty. 

~»ovlot Union xeaffirme th»* soviet position . st t^*e 
145u> meeting on June 17Ui, the Jioviot r -♦presentative con- 
tinued to argue the Soviet case that national syeter*s 
are capable of detecting nuclear esplcaiona and there i» 
no need for international control and on-site inspection. 



292 



He repeated the pledge of the Soviet Union that she would 
faithfully coinply with its obligation not to test after 
agreement and that all inspections teams would concluc 
after inspection of an event in the Soviet Union woulu be 
"that an earthquake had occurred," 

He continued to argue that the demand for inspec- 
tion by the Western Powers was not based on scientific 
fact but was just a desire to gather intelligence informa- 
tion within the Soviet Union. 

He further accused the West of replacing the ques- 
tion of cessation of nuclear weapon tests with the question 
of inspection. 

In conclusion he said, 

an agreement on the prohibition of all nuclear 
weapon tests forever can be signed wirhout delay. 
Control over compliance with this agreement can 
be fully ensured, by national means for the de- 
tecting of underground nuclear explosions. In 
addition a limited number of automatic seismic 
stations can be used. All this represents a 
reliable guarantee for the purpose of discovering 
any possible attempt to violate an agreement on 
the prohibition of nuclear v;rt.non tests. Here wo 
have the basis which enable^ us to conclude an 
agreement iramediataly . We arv reaoy to sign such 
an agreement. It is now up to the Western 

Powers. iiS 



African Members Submit Memorandum on the Test ban Issue 

At the 142nd meeting on June 10th, the representatives 
of Ethiopia, Nigeria, and the United Arab Republic intro- 
duced a joint memorandum on the cessation of nuclear 
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weapon tests. This memorandum put forth the following 
suggestions and considerations for the Nuclear Powers: 
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... that direct contacts between the nuclear 
Powers, for example on the Foreign Ministers level, 
eund possibly direct coiranunications and contacts between 
the Heads of the Nuclear States and Governments, may 
prove of great value in reaching a quick and adequate 
solution of the problem. 

... Various non-aligned delegations to our Com- 
mittee, during the last three months produced many 
valuable ideas and thoughts which are well-known to 
the nuclear Powers, and which aimed at breaking the 
deadlock in the Geneva test-ban negotiations about 
the number of inspections as well as about the method 
of discussing the quota figures in relation to the 
study of the modalities of inspections. The three 
African delegations earnestly appeal to the nuclear 
Powers to give attention to those non-aligned ideas 
and thoughts as well as to their continued attempts 
at finding practical, honourable and equitable com- 
promises, which, in the last analysis, may prove to 
be good and lasting solutions to the test ban problem. 

... Chairman Khrushchev and President Kennedy’s 
exchange of letters in December and January on the 
cessation of tests has given proof of the existence, 
on both sides, of a welcome spirit of constructive 
compromise and mutual accommodation and above all, 
of courage and goodwill. 

... It may very well be that science may, in the 
future, show beyond doubt that on-site inspections 
may no longer be needed to identify suspicious seismic 
events or to adequately control a test ban treaty. 

For the time being, however, the three African dele- 
gations recognize that three, four or so, yearly 
truly effective inspections may be needed to dispel 
mutual suspicions, to help build up confidence be- 
tween the nuclear Powers, and no less importantly, 
to facilitate their reaching a practical political 
settlement. 

... After having maintained that there was no 
need for any obligatory inspections, Mr. Khrushchev's 
offer last December of two or three on-site inspec- 
tions must therefore be taken as a sign of moral 
courage and good faith. In a like manner, the current 
Brltish-American dem^ches at Moscow, and their offer 
of the possibility of further compromise, should be 
encouraged and taken as a sign of political courage 
and goodwill. 
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• • • The three African delegations are convinced 
that they speak not only for their own peoples and all 
the African peoples, but for the whole world, when 
they Xirgently appeal to the nuclear Powers to give 
more proof of a much needed sense of practicality and 
of a necessary spirit of constructive compromise and 
goodwill* The world will hail and appreciate any 
show of compromise as evidence of great moral courage, 
political acumen and love for peace. On the other 
hand, the world cannot but consider their failure to 
compromise over the last few remaining differences 
as unwillingness on their part to end nuclear testing 
and the nuclear armaments race, essential conditions 
for any constructive and realistic discussion of 
general and complete disarmament. 

... Since there is general agreement, however, 
that the number of on-site inspections is less rele- 
vant than the terras of the modalities or conditions 
for the adequate and effective conduct of such on- 
site inspections, the three delegations therefore 
exhort the nuclear Powers to rise above quarrelling 
on an xmsignif icant difference of one or two inspec- 
tions and to accept a reasonable compromise-quota of 
inspections contingent upon adequate and effective 
modalities on inspection. 

... Agreement on the latter should be sought 
inter alia in these illustrative areas: 

(a) The location of the epicentre of the seismic 
event ; 

(b) Criteria for the eligibility of the seismic 
event for inspection; 

(c) Composition of the International Scientific 
Committee and its role in the establishment of the 
criteria and the supervising of their proper applica- 
tion ; 

(d) Agreement on the initiation of inspection 
according to agreed criteria and to the data submitted 
to the International Committee; 

(e) The composition of the inspection teams in 
such a way as to obviate self-inspection and to 
ensure the effectiveness and adequacy of the visit. 

(f) Agreement on the criteria eind relevant details 
of the actual conducting of the inspection; 

(g) Agreement on the shape and size of the inspec- 
tion area; 

(h) Safeguards against abuse and against the 
utilization of such facilities and inspection per- 
sonnel in ziny manner that might be extraneous to the 
purpose of identifying the event concerned or that 
might endanger the security of the receiving State. 
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Announcement of Moscow Talks 



At the 143rd meeting of the Conference on June 12tb, 
the Indiam representative in his capacity as Chairman in- 
troduced the statement of President Kennedy which he made 
at The American University on June 10th in Washington, D. C, 
where he said, 

, , • ♦ Chairman Khrushchev, Prime Minister Macmillan 
and I have agreed that high level discussions will 
shortly begin in Moscow looking toward early agreement 
on a comprehensive test ban treaty. Our hopes must 
be tempered with the caution of history but v/ith our 
hopes go the hopes of mankind .120 

The Indian representative added that this agreement 

between the President of the United States, the Chairman 

of the Council of Ministers of the Soviet Union and the 

Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, "shows their Joint 

determination and will to reach agreement on the test ban 

issue - an agreement which has been under consideration 

121 

for five years at Geneva." 

The United States representative commented further 

on President Kennedy’s speech in reference to the test ban 

issue; he quoted the President as saying, "a fresh start 

is badly needed." He continued, 

not only would this first step measure mark a turning 
point in the upward spiral of the arms race, but it 
would also be a measure to begin to meet head-on the 
problem of the proliferation of nuclear weapons. In 
addition, an effective nuclear test ban would also 
end whatever harmful effects there may be from the 
radioactive fallout resulting from nuclear testing. 

The United States representative continued that the 
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United States President in his speech had also pointed out 

two steps that had been taken towards ensuring renewed 

efforts to reach agreement. First, that the United States 

would not conduct tests in the atmosphere if other States 

do not do so. "We will not be the first to resume," he 

quoted President Kennedy as saying. Secondly, the United 

States announced that it had agreed with the Soviet Union 

and the United Kingdom to hold high level talks in Moscow 

to work towards reaching final agreement on a comprehensive 

test ban agreement. Thus, he concluded, the United States 

is taking steps to assure the best climate and the highest 

priority to reaching an agreement on a comprehensive nu- 

122 

clear weapon test ban. 

At the 144U> meeting on June 14Ui, the Soviet repre- 
sentative briefly referred to President Kennedy’s speech 
When he said, 

Px'esident Kennedy’s speech inspires the hope that the 
effort being made both within and outside om: Com- 
mittee to improve the international situation, to 
create an atmosphere of confidence among countries, 
and to embark upon practical implementation of dis- 
armeiment measures, will not be in vain. 

He added, however, that "all of us are waiting for Presi- 
dent Kennedy’s thoughts and views on peaceful coexistence 
to be put into practice." He emphasized in this regard 

that the United States can rely on the full support and 

123 

cooperation of the Soviet Union. 
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Conference Recesses 

The 147th meeting on June 21st brought this period 
to a close. The closing statements of the members of the 
Committee indicated a general feeling of optimism particu- 
larly by the non-aligned members. 

The Swedish representative commented that the 
Moscow negotiations will be “the centre of our attention 
and our hopes." He continued, "we hope that the nuclear 
Powers now at long last will succeed in reaching a test 
ban treaty, indeed, we more than hope, we expect that they 
will succeed. 

The Burmese representative suggested that it might 
perhaps be useful for the Moscow conference negotiators to 
review the suggestions offered, jointly or singly, since 
February in this Conference by the non-aligned members, 
including the latest joint raemorzindum by the African dele- 
gations. In conclusion, he said that reflection on these 
suggestions and proposals should not interfere, conflict 

or intrude upon the Moscow talks. And he added, "today a 

125 

test ban is timely, tomorrow it may be too late." 

The Nigerian representative commenting on the test 
ban issue 

... considerations of a technical, military and 
economic nature ... have made it not only a neces- 
sity but almost a sine qua non that agreement of a 
test ban must be reached now. It is therefore, 
our hope that the impending high level talks between 
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the nuclear Powers in Moscow will bear the much 
awaited fruits *^26 

The Indian representative commented that the latest 
African memorandum should be given favorable consideration 
at the Moscow talks. He said in conclusion, ”we here in 
the Committee, eind the world at large, therefore look for- 
ward with great expectation to the success of these 
talks. 

The Western and Soviet bloc representatives con- 
fined their comments to the problem of general and com- 
plete disarmament which indicated that the issue of the 
test ban agreement had been reserved for the forthcoming 
high level talks in Moscow on July 15U», 

Summary 

Thus, the fourth period of the Conference of the 
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament came to a close 
on June 21, 1963, after fifty-two plenary sessions. 

Although the nuclear weapon test ban issue was 
given wide discussion, there was no change in the basic 
positions of the VJestern Powers or the Soviet Union. The 
Siibcoramittee on a Treaty for the Discontinuance of Ntjclear 
VJeapon Tests was not reconvened during this period al- 
though the United States had repeatedly requested it. 

A great amount of time of the initial meetings was 
occupied v/ith the problem of procedures, and it was fi- 
nally resolved that the Monday meetings would be devoted 
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to discussion of the nuclear weapon test ban issue, but a 
delegation could discuss whatever it wanted at any meeting. 
Therefore, during this period there was much more debate 
on other issues of disarmament and the tine used on the 
nuclear weapon test ban issue was spent in using old argu- 
ments to support deadlocked positions particuleirly by the 
Soviet Union and its allies. 

The United States did attempt to get technical de- 
tails of inspection discussed and did put forward compre- 
hensive views on this subject, but the Soviet Union re- 
fused to discuss these issues until acceptance of the 
Soviet position on on-site inspections of two to three a 
year. 

The period ended on somewhat of an optimistic note 
with the announcement of the high-level talks between the 
Nuclear Powers on the nuclear weapon test ban issue 
scheduled for mid-July, However, the last Soviet state- 
ments in the Conference did not indicate any change in the 
Soviet position in reference to the main stumbling block — 
the problem of inspections. 

The Conference was recessed following the meeting 
on June 21 and was scheduled to reconvene on July 30, 1963, 

VI, SUMMARY OF THE EIGHTEEN-NATION 
COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMEOT 



On June 21, 1963, the Conference of the Eighteen- 
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Nation Committee on Disarmament recessed after one hundred 
and forty-seven plenary meetings had been held. This 
brought to a close the investigation of the nuclear weapons 
test beui negotiations. However, the Conference has not 
been adjourned and is scheduled to reconvene on July 30, 
1963. 

During these one hundred and forty-seven meetings of 
the Conference which had their beginning on Karch 14, 1962, 
numerous discussions have been held, many proposals have 
been made, but no agreement on a nuclear weapons test ban 
could be reached. 

The establishment of the Siobcommittee for a Treaty 
on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests on March 21, 
1962, provided a forum for the three Nucleeur Pov/ers, but 
after fifty meetings they could not reach agreement and 
since December 18, 1962, no further meetings have been 
held. 

The positions of the two sides have undergone some 
cheinge, but the problems of technical details and inspec- 
tion still are keeping the Nuclear Powers from finally 
reaching agreement. 

The non-aligned members of the Committee put forward 
numerous suggestions and proposals on how the Nuclear 
Powers should proceed to reach agreement but none were 
adopted. The Sight-Nation Memorandum which they introduced 
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on April 16, 1962, as a compromise solution provided a 
great deal of discussion because of differences of inter- 
pretation, but no agreement* 

Thus the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee 
on Disarmament did provide a forum for the continuing 
search for agreement on a nuclear weapons test ban after 
the adjournment of the Conference on the Discontinuance of 
Nuclear Weapon Tests on January 29, 1962. 
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CHAPTER V 



UNITED STATES AND SOVIET UNION NUCLEAR 
WEAPONS TEST BAN POSITION 
1 JULY 1963 



Introduction 

The position of the United States and the Soviet 
Union as of 1 July 1963 in reference to the nuclear weapons 
test han agreement has undergone extensive change from 
the original positions they put forth in the earlier part 
of the negotiations when they began in 1958. These posi- 
tions have evolved from the negotiations , increased 
scientific and technological knowledge, and the changing 
international situation. 

For purposes of analysis, the positions can best be 
reviewed if taken in three but interrelated elements. 

First, the position in reference to atmospheric, outer 
space and underwater tests; second in reference to under- 
ground tests; and third, in reference to the verification 
system. 

The United States Position 

Atmospheric, outer space and underwater tests . The 
United States position on a test ban on atmospheric, outer 
space and underwater tests is basically that national 
systems of detection and identification are adequate for 
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the detection of explosions In these environments. This 
ciurrent position has evolved from a comprehensive system 
of extensive control posts » on-slte Inspections and air- 
craft sampling flights. The main reason for the evolution 
of this position to reliance on national systems was the 
Increase In technological Icnowledgei particularly In the 
field of long-range seismology, satellites, and instru- 
mentation. This is particularly true because explosions 
in these environments, with the possible exception of 
extreme outer-space, evidcrce of them cannot be confined 
to the limits of any particular covintry. The possibility 
of non-detection in extreme outer space is also very small 
because of the increased capability of launching satellites 
and in instrumentation which both nuclear sides possess. 

The specific elements of the United States national 
detection system have not been made public and remain 
classified, but Senator Humphrey indicated in a speech he 
made in the Senate on March 7, 1963, '*the fact is that our 
detection capability is much greater than the press has 
led us to believe on the basis of the information it has 
received from the United States government.*'^ Senator 
Clark also stated that 

as the art has progressed, our country has con- 
structed additional stations and has trained addi- 
tional men in the art, so that as of today ... 
it is almost universally admitted that tests in 
the atmosphere and those under water and those in 
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outer spece can be detected without establishing 
within the Soviet Union any stations or means of 

control. 2 

It was on the basis of this capability to detect 
and identify nuclear explosions in the atmosphere, under 
water and outer space that prompted the United States to 
propose on April 13, 1959, the phased treaty concept. The 
proposal recognized the agreement over detecting explo- 
sions in the three elements while negotiations continued 
toward reaching settlement in the other area— underground 
testing. 

The latest proposal was submitted by the United 
States and the United Kingdom Jointly on August 27, 1962, 
as an alternative treaty if a comprehensive test ban 
treaty could not be agreed upon. This proposal covered 
the banning of all tests in the atmosphere, outer space 
and under water without international control, and each 
side would rely on their own national detection and iden- 
tification systems to police the ban. However, the United 
States position remained that it would not accept a mora- 
torium on underground testing in conjunction with the 
partial or limited test ban, a position it has held since 
September 1961 when the Soviet Union broke the three year 
moratorium on testing. 

Thus the latest United States position on banning 
tests in the atmosphere, outer space, and underwater would 
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ban nuclear weapon tests in or above the atmosphere and in 
territorial waters or high seas; bind the signatories to 
refrain from encouraging or participating in such nuclear 
explosions by any other State; permit explosions pre- 
scribed in the treaty for peaceful purposes under condi- 
tions specified in the treaty; not require any inter- 
national verification machinery; provide a cut-off date 
for testing; and, contain provision for withdrawal, after 
notice had been given, if a party deemed the treaty had 
been violated or that a State not a party to the treaty 
had tested and if the party alno deemed this jeopardised 
its national security. 

Underground tests . The real area of disagreement 
and difference in position has revolved around the issue 
of detection and identification of underground tests. The 
basic United States position has remained fundamentally 
the same since the negotiations began. That is, namely, 
that no technical means is presently availexble that will 
distinguish positively, in all cases, between a nuclear 
explosion and an earthquake. Therefore, there will always 
be a certain number of unidentified events that can only be 
positively Identified by on-site inspection at the source 
of the event. 

Technological progress has succeeded in lowering 
the number of unidentified events but not of identifying 
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them all* The problem is one of detection because it is 
conceived that national systems have the capability of 
detecting events but not of identifying them* 

Because of this basic principle, a certain amoxint 
of control is necessary to police this aspect of a compre- 
hensive ban* The United States position thus is that as 
long as there is no technical means or method to identify 
positively an event as an earthquake or explosion then the 
only method of determining whether an event was an earth- 
quake or explosion is by on-site inspection* Further, the 
position has remained that the number of inspections must 
be correlated to the number of unidentified events in 
order to act as a positive deterrent against cheating* 

Additionally, decoupling and dampening techniques 
of muffling the explosion by various methods have bean put 
forward by the United States to demonstrate a meains of in- 
creasing the size of the explosion but decreasing the 
signal strength thus increasing the military value of the 
explosion and complicating detection and identification* 
Therefore, because of the technological problems and the 
military value of underground tests, a comprehensive test 
ban in all elements requires a much greater verification 
system than that considered necessary for a limited or 
peirtial ban in the other three environments* 

Verification system * Because of the technical 
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problems of distinguishing between earthquakes and nuclear 
explosions of small yield used in underground testing, the 
United States has always put forth the position that ef- 
fective control requires a verification system that will 
remove most elcanents of doxibt and provide reasonable 
assurance against cheating. 

The latest position has evolved through the course 
of the negotiations and improvements in technological 
knowledge and instrumentation* The system proposed is 
built around the nucleus of national manned and operated 
detection stations* To supplement this system, a number 
of automatic seismic stations would be established in each 
of the nuclear countries to increase the capabilities of 
the national systems and to supplement the information 
furnished by the national detection systems* To verify 
those events that cannot be identified as earthquakes the 
system calls for w quota of on-site inspections* 

Thus, the United States position on the verification 
system is one of national detection stations, automatic 
seismic stations and on-site inspection* 

Additionally, an international scientific commission 
is proposed that would operate as a clearinghouse for data 
received from national systems and automatic stations which 
would be passed from one side to the other* This commis- 
sion would be assisted by a small staff that would aid the 
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conuaission in the collection of data from the automatic 
stations, deliver, place and pickup the sealed equipment 
at the automatic stations, and maintain and calibrate the 
equipment in conjunction with the Ifuclear Powers* 

The position on inspections is that once an event 
has been detected and wliich, after the application of cer- 
tain prescribed criteria cannot be identified as an earth- 
quake, the other Nuclear Powers concerned can call for 
on-site inspections at the location of the event to deter- 
mine whether it was an earthquake or nuclear explosion. 

The inspection teams would be » ade up, in the case of an 
inspection in the Soviet Union, of fourteen United States 
or United Kingdom technicians plus fourteen representatives 
of the international commission so long as they are not 
nationals of the NATO or Warsaw Pact countries. The number 
of inspections which the United States considers necessary 
in relation to the estimated number of unidentified «vent« 
that will occur v/it* *n t,^%, soviet Union each year is 
seven, provided that national seismic stations and auto- 
matic seismic stations are properly eepaipped and located. 

The system is built upon the premise that there 
should be an agreed sequence and orderly procedure f r the 
carrying out of an on-site inspection. This procedure, as 
envisaged by the United States, would work as follows: 
First, an event would be detected by national 
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seismic stations, this data would be analyzed and discussed 
by officials of the national system and would also be 
transmitted to the international commission and to the 
other side. 

Second, a State would have sixty days from the time 
of the seismic event to designate the event as subject to 
on-site inspection. 

Third, the procedure involved to rec inspection 
would be: 

(a) The designating side would send a statement 
to the commission and through it to the country in which 
the event took place. This statement would indicate the 
location of the event and time of its occurrence. 

(b) The designating side would then forward data 
from at least four seismic stations by which the event was 
located. This data would have to provide for location 
when seismic signals whose frequencies, amplitudes, dura- 
tions and velocities e. '■.sistent with those of waves 
from earthquakes or explosions are recorded at a sufficient 
number of stations to establish the approximate time and 
position of the event. Requires a minimum of four sta- 
tions . 

(c) The designating country must declare that the 
event located is not an identifiable eeurthquake on the 
basis of the following criteria: 
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(1) its depth of focus is not established as 
below sixty kilometers; 

(2) its epicentral location is not established 
to be in the deep open ocean. 

(3) it is not established to be a foreshock 

of a seismic event of at least magnitude six which has been 
clearly identified as an earthquake. 

(4) it is not established to *■ an aftershock 
of a seismic event of at least magnitude six which has 

3 

been clearly identified as an earthquake. 

(d) The State on whoi^e territory the event took 
place should have one week to provide all supplementary 
information which it had and wished to make available about 
the event. This information would be given to the con- 
mission and through it to the designating :;>tate. 

(e) During this week for furnishing supplemental 
information, the designating State would have the oppor- 
tunity to examine the data collected by the automatic 
seismic stations in the country where the avent occurred. 
The retrieval should be accomplished by personnel from the 
designating State and the international commission. 

(f) The designating side should bo given <n 
additional week to analyze the data from the coiaitry con- 
cerned and the autcxnatic seismic stations. 

(g) Before tlie lapse of this additional week, 
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th© designating State would have to submit another state- 
ment requesting on-site inspection* If the period lapses 
without requesting inspection, the event would no longer 
be eligible for inspection. This statement requesting on- 
site inspection should include information on the location 
and boundiories of the area selected for inspection* The 
area would be a maximum of 500 square kilometers* Further, 
the statement must include the proposed tii.% -ad place of 
the arrival of the inspection team* 

(h) The host State v/ould have five days from the 
date of the request for on-site inspection to indicate 
arrangements for reception and transportation of the in- 
spection team to the inspection site* Also, during this 
time, the host State can file a report with the Commission 
indicating the presence of a sensitive defense installation 
in the inspection area* The designating State could then 
continue the ins^ ^'ctic excluding the sensitive area or 
cancel the inspection and retain the quota number for 
future use* 

Fourth, the inspection process Th<t inspection team 
would consist of twenty-eight members, fourteen of them 
from the nuclear side opposito the one being inspected* 

The other members of the teara would be selected by the 
coimnission from the non-aligned countries* The host State 
can send observers with the inspectioxi team end can 
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institute any seifeguards it considers necessary for its 
national security. However, these safeguards camnot inter- 
fere with the timely arrival of the team at the inspection 
site. The team would normally include specially trained 
scientists and technicians. All the equipment for tlie 
team would be furnished by the team except for heavy 
transportation equipment; such as, trucks and helicopters. 
The inspection team would have a maximum o£ - -x weeks to 
complete thoir examination of the inspection area. The 
time could be extended by mutual agreement. The physical 
inspection would include low level helicopter flights for 
visual and photographic survey, access zmd inspection to 
any sub-cavities and drilling, if necessary, but this must 
be requested within five weeks from the start of the in- 
spection. The team leader must submit a report on the 
findings of the inspection to all concerned not later than 
thirty days after con;. l-.*-ion of the inspection. * 

Summary . Thus the United States position in ref- 
erence to a comprehensive test ban covering all four ele- 
ments— atmosphere, outer space, \inderv ater and undergx'ound— 
would consist of a treaty banning all tests in any environ- 
ment and a verification system consisting of nati-nal 
detection and identification system, an international 
commission, automatic seismic stations and a quota system 
of on-site inspections. 
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The national stations would be located, equipped, 
operated and supervised by the nuclear side concerned. 

The international commission would be composed of 
fifteen members, four from the West, four from the Soviet 
bloc, and seven from the non-aligned co\Antries, The 
primary duties of the commission would be: to act as a 

clearinghouse for data received from the national systems 
and the automatic seismic stations and pas^ this data from 
one side to the other} assist in the automatic seismic 
station delivery, placement and pickup of the sealed 
equipment furnished by the Nuclear Powers; and to furnish 
assistance for the inspection process. 

The United States proposes seven automatic seismic 
stations to be located within each nuclear country. The 
location of the sites to be mutually agreed upon. Equip- 
ment for these stations would be furnished by the nuclear 
countries and would br ’kicked up and delivered a maximum 
of eight times yearly by representatives of the nuclear 
side concerned and representatives of the international 
commission. The purpose of these st£.tions is to add to 
the capabilities of the national systems and to supplement 
the information furnished by the national systems to the 
commission and to the other side. 

The acceptance of obligatory on-site inspection 
remains the keystone of the United States verification 



,1“ 4?t. rr?f 

• fL^Jl£U0O *^-#90^1 a>»iV U* I t^U-» 

■4O t - ii-J Mv»>-i' 

5* *? *» » t “■ ( W' ."^OS - 4 

^.•'; . AjeiVTU'i^ C *->«*'• I ^..'*j «9c<rnk OK ) ^^ , acAn 

, jrrr **# ‘vSI»*^k* x.: ^ .I^UA^ Ye-»i*m| 

taAC«49%^ «>i c • ? < v-^x » >% ' 3 O& J> 

~4 * • ~ \ c !G s* <^4 j j j “? ^ StV-'i k •« j I ) JIBOiNiA SKC^ i^l? 

9lmwk»r»^ *f.ir *‘ -.•rrrJrs ^la »^a 

- ,ima ciM‘> -. r -W* ?*' <1, r £ vO.' 4 .V'*-^* -*- -^ 

v: <■ !'« ' [ P *-»W l» t *Ha, »J .'T ir 

«>’ i-,c J .• I 3 «'i i 

il4^ I , L#'4kMC‘ J . ' • • •«*■■•%’, *a*A4Td C ^ X 

#*t'j • 4.''«n»i,^ "i-’f; ‘w t. J*»iiH/ c-c r»^ 

-^liir.iw .raiJHt' , J •-*.•■• '•« '.?'i€ » " • •? nu*-5A.;>al 

■^'t »1 • *■- t-t»K"w » ^-4tUJ 

f <rr* ^ 4-<fi '*• -/Amti' —J » • -»^* 

jmelJu*" •<{.* '»>■' • • •* Y'* < Ji|f»i® to* 

’i-< «^3Kyl#k«4i«^iM;;«% ^iix« 

• ^ t(| jfi| ••••<'|'JI'* •.\'.- ,^«C-34^XaOO^ 

p3 CtjMi ji j. 1% f '^Kil >* Ao^fXi<S^«4i7 

^Jt§ -X$ • t T ( ..•*/'' .-tt • JI (^4 7«si«r.'otril »<1.^ 

• •iij • 1 1 4 kAo 

nto4j«-i^%4.59y -^. * * iLrn^imj m»$ ^ •»•# aaidA» 



323 



system* They presently propose a quota of seven inspec- 
tions in tho nuclear countries per year provided that 
national stations and automatic stations are properly 
located and equipped. 

Although the United States has indicated that it 
wants a comprehensive test ban treaty, five years of nego- 
tiations have failed to overcome the disagr. ' ent over the 
verification system. Therefore, the United states has 
also indicated that it would accept an alternative limited 
test ban treaty banning tests in the atmosphere, outer 
space, and underwater without any international control 
organization or on-site inspection and would rely on 
national systems for detection and policing the ben in 
these elements. However, the United States position has 
remained that it will not accept a moratorium on testing 
in the other element, underground testing, in cenjmetion 
with a treaty bani. ’*;g L. ♦'S in the other three elements. 

The Position of the Soviet Union 

Atmospheric, outer space and luierwatur tests . The 
Soviet Union has long contended during th**- course of the 
negotiations that national detection and identi ication 
systems were adequate for the policing of a ban on testing 
in the atmosphere, outer space and underwater. Their posi- 
tion remains that international control is not necessary 
for the detection of explosions in these elements. However, 
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they have not been willing to accept a limited ban on 
testing in the atmosphere, outer space and underwater 
without a moratorium on testing in the other element, 
underground, while negotiations continue toward reaching 
an acceptable solution in this area. 

Underground tests . The Soviet position in regards 
to underground tests is that national systems have the 
capability of detecting and identifying cv-i;cs in this 
element also. However, they have not furni>.nod any scien- 
tific proof as requested by the u'estern lowers and have 
agreed to a limited number of automatic seismic stations 
and a small quota of on-site inspections. Their position 
remains that they will accept three automatic seismic 
stations on their soil and will allow the .'/sstern i-owers 
up to three on— site inspections yearly. Their continued 
position is that these are not necessary but are put for- 
ward in an effort to reach agreement as a concession to 
the West. They i* ' stated that because they are a 

concession to the desires of the »v’est they are firm and 
not negotiable. 

Verification system . The latest iovict position in 
reference to a verification system remains unclear because 
of the Soviet insistence that the West must acc«jpt their 
numerical niimber of automatic seismic stations and tlvoir 
proposed quota for on-site inspections before they will 
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discuss the technical details of a ViurificJ. tion s»y^,tc;a. 

They have accepted the eight nation proposal for an inter- 
national scientific coiaaission but have refused to sckII 
out 2uxy details in reference to it. However, a review of 
the past negotiations indicates that there would La very 
few areas of disagreement with the latest ’•estern pro- 
posals for a verification system. 

■Sumniary . ihus the joviet position rercrcncc to 
a nuclear weapons test ban is the use of national detec- 
tion systems; acceptance of a small scientific commission 
whose duties and functions they have not dsfinod; accr> .st- 
ance of three automatic seismic stations in the Joviet 
Union; and, the acceptemce of three on-site inspections 
per year. In regards to a liiaited test ban, they h^/c* 
refused to accept a treaty banning test* in the otmosph^re, 
outer spauie and underwater without a ixjrcitorium on testing 
underground while negotiations continue on o cowprshc-nsive 
agreement. 

Comparison of the Positions 

A comparison of the two pcsitio as reveals that they 
both accept national detection and identification systems, 
automatic seismic stations to supplement national systems, 
a liiTsitc i international commission, and on-site inspections. 

The difference lies in the technical and political 
aspects of the problem of control. 
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The United States position is based on the ninimun 
acceptable amount of control, based on the latest scien- 
tific and technical data, to ensure effective control and 
to act as a deterrent against cheating. Therefore, their 
position requires, based on the latest scientific ovaluc^- 
tion, seven automatic seismic stations within each nuclear 
country and seven on-site inspections per year. 

The Soviet position, on the other hun^ , is based on 
strictly political considerations, whereby she concedes to 
the Western Powers three automatic seismic stations in 
each nuclear country and a na cimum of three on-site inspec- 
tions per year as a political concession to facilitate 
agreement. The basic position the Soviet Union continues 
to argue is that inspection is not scientifically neces- 
sary and the path to agreement lies only in reaching a 
strictly political solution to the differences. 

Thus, on tho surface, the positions appear to b« 
similar but underneath there remains differences in prin- 
ciple. 
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CHAPTCR V - FCuTI.OTiS 



Hubert H« Huiaplorey, "A Nuclear Test Ban and Na- 
tional Security,*’ Congressional 7ocord , Proccodinaa ’ 
debates of the 38U» Congress , First’ oes'sion , March 7, 1963, 

p. 6. 

^Ibid ., p. 4. 

3 

Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Cowlttec on 
Disarnaraent , Verbatim Transcript of the One Hundred and 
Tenth Meet^q , March iS , ' Wo ^ , p • iSO • The United” 's t etc 
repr e sentiat'ive remarked that the United St^t^s would accept 
the temporary criteria agreed to at the arencc fcr the 
Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapons Tasts. 

4 

Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on 
Disarmament , Verbatim Transcript of the On** Hundred md 
Tenth Meeting , op« ^t «. , pp. ‘19^2'Sj anH’ Verba tim" Train- 
^ript p# tm One Hundred ana Thirteenth Ii<c *~ 17iq , aNi»C/PV« 
i'l'i , March , pp* 5-9* United" ’S^t a’te s represen- 

tative outlined in detail the technical details of the 
inspection procedux'es as envisaged by the United States. 
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CHAPTi:R VI 



r*UTUAL ADVAjrTAGES FOR DISCONTIKUANCE OF 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS TESTING 

I, INTRODUCTION 

^'/hy have the nuclear weapons test ban negotiations 
been going on for five years? The history of the negotia- 
tions has been one of moving from one dcauiock to another 
but »'c«nehow they get going again and the differences 
separating the tv/o sides from agreement becomes loss and 
less , until tJiey have reaches* the point where the separa- 
tion is a matter of numbers. For major pow«trs to spena 
the time and expense to continue these negotiations, there 
must be advantages that are mutually acceptable to both 
sides even though each is not v;illing to take the extra 
small :tep to bring about final agreement. 

There are foux L.foic reasons why these negotiations 
are so important to both sides. First, for humanitarian 
reason to rid the atmosphere of the scourge of radioactive 
fallout and its unknown effects on t.ie human race, jecond, 
the reaching of agreement is viewed as one means of slow- 
ing down the arms race, particularly in the field of 
nuclear weapons. Third, there is a better chance for 
agreement in this area than any other area in relation to 
arms control and disarmament issues and, therwfore, it is 
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considered as a first step in that direction. Fourth, 
reaching agr<tencnt on a test ban can stop the prolifera- 
tion O! nuclear weapons to countries that do not now hold 
them, 

Each of the above ercuments has advantages to both 
sides; however, there are opposing arguments that have 
kept the Nuclear Pov;ers frow reaching agreement. These 
arguments revolve around the concept of ho^* much would 
this agreement affect the national security of the country 
cone. rned as opposed to the benefits to be derived if 
agreement is reached. 

The question can also be asked whether the argu- 
ments that have been expounded above for the continuation 
of negotiations would be valid if agreement was reached on 
the basis of the latest positions outlined in the previous 
chapter. 



Cne of the main arguments put forth not only by the 
Nuclear Powers but by tho Non-nuclear Powers is that 
nuclear weapons testing must be halted to stop the pollu- 
tion of the atmosphere. This argumont has been th chief 
plank of the platform of the eight non— aligned members 
of the Eighteen- !Iaticn Comnittee, 3inilarly, it has been 
the basis for most of the United Xations resolutions on 
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the subject of nuclear weapons testing* There is a dif- 
ference of opinion in the scientific field about the 
effects on the human race caused by nuclear testing. 

The Coraciittee on the Genetic £ffects of Atomic 

Radiation of the United States National Research Council - 

National Academy of Scie-^ecs said in their report 

any radiation is genetically undesirable, since any 
radiation induces harrtiful mutations. durth«r, »11 
presently available scientific inforn^+-ion leads 
to the conclusion that the oen»*tic f \\ is propor- 
tional to the total dosage.^ 

Dr. Linus Pauling estimates that testing at the 
1958 testing rate of ten megatons fission per year will 
lead to an inert as< of 1 per cent in the number of defec- 
tive births. This, he said, will amount to 15,000 
seriously defective chiidren who will be born each year 
v/hose defect can be attributed to the borb tests. 

In conclusion, Dr. Ptuling says on the subject that 

perhaps the estimate that bomb testing at the present 
rate is producing a one percent increase in mutation 
rate is wreng. There is a possibility tliat it is ten 
times too large. Also there Is a possibility (because 
our knowledge is incomplete) that it is ten times too 
small, continued^/ the geneticist* are au£«# that 

no one can claim that the genetic effect does not 
exist. «»e must all accept the fact that the testing 
of nuclear weapons is carried .ut ar the expense of 
the lives children as yet unborn. 2 

Di. Pauling’s ai'gxments against nuclear taatin*) for 
hum.wiltax'ian reason# are typical of the scientists that 
believe that any increase in radiation in tht atmosphere 
is a crime against hUSianity. 
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Dr. Toller is typical of the opfoaite school of 
scientists that believe that the opiount of radiation added 
to -he atmosphoro is so minute tlist it is negligible and 
is far less of a factor than the normal changes in radia- 
tion levels caused by natural means. Dr. Teller says; 

Xhere is no reason why a scientist or an informed 
layman should consider radiation a mystery. Our 
sc-entific knowledge about radiation is firm an"? 
detailed in incjciy ways. We know for example, that 
all types of i.Adiation produce ra^ct- *ns in the hunan 
body that are almost alike, -•.'e knv>v. idic levels at 
which radiation becomes a danger to hunans, and we 
can predict the effects of certain kinds of radiation 
at certain levels with consider ablw precision. 
have clear evidence that present levels of radiation 
in our atmosphere from natural souxe.. ad from 
radioactive fallout ox nuclear tests are, at best 
completely safe for huaans ox", at worst, or* causing 
exceedingly little dai.iage. 

He continued, 

compared to massive doros of radiation that can 
cause illness or even death, raaietion fx'oc .world- 
wide test fallout is exceedingly dx»<ill. The bones 
of human throughout the world today are getting an 
average of about 0.002 roent' j«.n< a year from Strontium 
^0 in the fallout. The rest of the body is bcin^ 
exposed to about the Sane amount of x'Sdioactivity, 
mostly froiu the fallout's Cesiuxi 137. In certain 
areas there is a greater accumulation of fallout, 
but it would be difficult to imagine that anyon: 
in the world could receive t lifetime dcco of more 
than four or five roentgens of radiation from fall- 
out. Thir still is l«ss than -he radiation received 

from cosmic rays alone .... People living at 
sea level iii t5i« United States are exposed to 0.034 
roentgens of radiation from cosmic rays each year. 

This is seventeen tisias the amount obtained from the 
Strontixan 90 in the world-wide fallout. Exposure to 
cosftiic rays in Denver, about 5000 /e*t above sea 
level, is O.OS roentgens a year. If such small dce*a 
of x'adiation really wore dangerous, v-e had better 
evacuate Denver. 
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Dr» Teller concludes, 

considez radioactive “cllout obiectively 
ratner than eraotionaliy, we knov/ zhc*t it is cu. 
dangerous as living in Denver rather than San ~ 
Francisco, that it is <>ot likely to induce cancer 
as smoking a pack of cigarettes a day, that it is 
not as likely to give ^ise to sorw har.*r*ful effects, 
as are many unsuspected chemicals in the food we 
eat or in the air we breathe, that it it. not aa al-c 
to produce mutations as waaring trousers • It is 
in other words, not worth worrying about. ^ ^ 

Regardless wnether Or. Eauliivj ox . Teller is 
X'igi the fact remains that the question ol radioactive 
pollution of tne atmosphere by nucleax zests hiSs ve. 

instrumental in keeping the iegociaci^u-na the 

Nuclear Powers in an effort to reacJ* ;< ag^iaenent on bcUi- 
ning tests. 



III. .ibO'/ DOWTi UIJ ARrt'- RAC^: 

Another factor that has been put forth by x»cr* sides 
during the course of the negotiations end ny statements of 
officials of both sides is that a nuclear wuSpont test bon 
would slow down the arms race. 

The argument goes something lil a this, tiiat oy 
putting a ban on the testing of nucleiu: weapons you Jios 
down the arms race because: you stop the fuzthex .iopnis- 

tication of present nuclear weapons; 6«cra«tse the chancss 
of a major breakthrougn by one side wliich would u^^set tnt 
military balance; zma, reduce tlie chances 
pre-emptive attack. 
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Both sides have stated that the increase in the 
arms race, which has shifted from quantitative to qualita- 
tive development of armament systems, would eventually 
lead to a nucleeu: exchange betv;een the two sides by eitij*.. 
accidental or other reasons. 

Secretary of Defense f*acNamara aptly dtscrib«< *<nat 
the eventual outcome of the arms race v;ould be if it vo,i 
not halted when he said, "As the arras race continue* an ' 
the weapons multiply and become more swift ^nd deadly the 
possibility of a global catastrophe, tithei mj.^calcula- 
tion or design, becomes ever more real. '* 

Thus this argument because of th« mutual devastc. 1**9 
consequences of a nuclear exchange wnich wixl xc, brou3ht 
about if the arms race continues, has be*i. instrumental in 
keeping the negotiations gol-tj, durth**!-, it has been 1 
chief argument of tlie *oviet Union for not Ac*3entrnj a 
partial or limited ban on testinT in atsaoapnera , outex 
space and underwater without a moratorlu.« on unuet ground 
testing because they claiir it \vill not alorr down She alHs 
race but could, in fac’- , *pe.ed it up. 

IV. .htMi STTE ront;»uiD 

Another chief argument for the c ‘.itiAuatlon 01 
negotiations for agreement on a nuclear we*f»ons teat bah 
is that because of its *"utual advantagui, it holn* out t.it 
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promise of being an area where agreement can be reached 
and will lead to bigger and more comprehensive arms con- 
trol and disarraainent agreements. 

Both the Western Powers and the ,:»ovict Unitn have 
moved throughout the course of the. disarmament n. ^rtiationr 
that have been neld since 19-15 fronu &c«M%:hia 3 for partial 
small step agreements to comprehensive dll inclnsir*-- phased 
general and complete disamamt^Ht schci>jfi . ‘!>i« United 

States finally agreed to treat the test ban fs • s<^paratr 
and distinct issue separate from a broad disarpement aarec— 
ment in 1959, accepting the view held wy thi Union 

at that time. However, in 1961, tl-ve -Jovict Union again 
linked the test ban issue with the coiiiprchensivc general 
and complete disarraapiwnt as only way ao make 

progress in the fi*ld whsi* control could be accaptca in 
relation to Its tffoct on the netional security intiervsc* 
of the 5o' let Union. They alio gave ..--r its reason for a 
shift back to the comprah«nsive general /ind complete dis- 
armament approach the reason that the United dtates hao 
not fully scc'»ptfd th »>'»all It'S}. princlMc. I'hoy coa- 
tended that the United otatas was demanding c «’tt»^l 
system that could I>e used as a model icr later Ji«artsas:>ent 
agreements and this was out of context ith the amouiit O' 
disarmament involved in an agreement on a nuclear waapoixa 
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test ban, which they eurgued was not disarmesient and, there- 
fore, required little or no control* 

There are arguments for and againob thi^ isull ‘-t.. 
principle, bub it canriot be denied thst this MMUr^r. /o- ^ 

position on which agreuaent can be reached bar '»*•*♦ an 
active peirt in ke- ping the negotiations going. 

V. PROLirERATIOU -F NU-LbAR 

One of thv major arguui nts that tha Unites ?tat«si 
has used to support it;s ;.*osition to continue • *.ati»«nc 
and to continue to search lot agrw»ment -s thi rhs: 

a test ban agreot^ent would stop the proliferation of 
nuclear weapons, ihe proliferation of nuclear v;eappns 
other countries that can develop the capacity afld thf 
desire to possess tnem can coi- -titute a threat- to th? 
national sceuxity of the bnited -bates and the 
Union. 

The statement has teen *;#pe'itcdly tu-'t th»*. t ir* . 

is rapidly running out tJiat if agreeaent is not rear:*?' ’t 
will be too Iacc to stei • iw distribution of . ' 

throughout the world. Il'is wouio lncraa»k th* ch*>jc«o 
a nuclear wau: whicli v<uulc have. uciva£.tatin9 v#fC«c's on covu»— 
tries as well as the course of history. 

The present state of the art of dt'V'* loi^^'eot af 
nuclear weapons mokes their dev*lot.^ent oud t>»». builiu> aC 
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delivery systems very costly. However, roziny contend that 
with increased experimentation and testing a pure fusion 
bomb can be developed which would be easier and cheaper to 
make and would be within the areach oi any couiiTry to iqat)u-> 
facturo and deploy for military use. 

However, if a test ban agreement is reacha^, while 
not all countries ore expected to adhere to it, leua'; 
it wuld limit the nuxnber of countries that could jolr* th** 
nuclear club and make control ci these w"a,;'on£ 
to accomplish than otherwise v/ould b» poa*iblc*. 
if the major Nuclear Powers did roach an 
weight of world opinion woulo have a oampu'.ing ef/cet cn 
those countries that did continue to refuse to acN*»ei t to 
the treaty. 

VI. JUIJ'A'lf 

Thus, there are four mojer rea^on*» T.’hy th- 
Powers have continued negotistions in an •-ttcr»pt to 
a nuclear weaponi^ test ban Agricmant, rh»a.t it, <ci luiaanl- 
tarlan reasons, to slow down the erms ract, tc i»«Acc}f .dr 
a first step ayreement, stop the pr Plilet fiMOii ^ 

nuclear weapons. Jhetse argument* h4vt* ins* xuMAti-i 

in keeping the negotiations going for fiv«? yiiars; ••owevsr, 
they have not been strong enough for t)*e leur Powers tr 
reach agreement. 
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CHAPTER VII 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
I. SUMMARY 

The course of this investigation has been through 
the maze of the negotiations on a nuclear weapons test ban 
out of which evolved the latest positions of the Nuclear 
Powers. The reasons why these negotiations continued, 
when at times in the negotiations it looked like they had 
reached the same impasse that plagued all previous con- 
ferences in the disarmament field, were also looked into. 
All this was directed towards an attempt to reach some 
conclusions in reference to the title of this paper, "To 
Test or Not to Test." This was qualified in the intro- 
duction to D^an, what is the course of these negotiations, 
will they go the way of all other disarmament negotiations, 
or is the mutual adveintages strong enough to bring about 
agreement? A further question that must be answered is 
will an agreement bring about the conclusions that have 
been continuously put forward for continuing the negotia- 
tions in the light of the final positions of the United 
States and the Soviet Union? 

The negotiations had their beginning with the Con- 
ference of Experts frcan July 1 to August 21, 1958. It was 
truly a technical conference on the surface, but it also 
did cover some political cureas which led to disagreements 
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at the later political conference* On the basis of the 
successful conclusion of the Conference of Experts that it 
was technically feasible to police a nuclear weapons test 
ban within certain capabilities and limitations , a poli- 
tical conference was convened to wrap up the final agree- 
ment* 

The political conference, called the Conference on 
the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests, met from 
October 31, 1958, to Jeuiuary 29, 1962, and failed to reach 
agreement because of the basic differences of opinion over 
the clement of effective control* The negotiations managed 
to continue with the convening of the Eighteen-Nation 
Cofnnittee on Disarmament on March 14, 1962, and they have 
continued as a part of this conference until the Conference 
recessed on June 21, 1963* This marked the end of the 
period of Investigation for this paper but not the end of 
the negotiations* 

Out of these negotiations evolved a United States 
position that would ban tests in all environments and ef- 
fective control would rest on a national detection system, 
automatic seismic stations, an international scientific 
commission and obligatory on-site inspection* 

The Soviet Union's position as it evolved was for 
baxming all nuclear weapon tests in all environments and 
the control system they advocated would include a national 
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detection system, automatic seismic stations, an inter- 
national scientific commission, and a quota system of on- 
site inspection. 

It would appear that agreement had been reached be- 
cause they both are talking about the same basic system; the 
difference is a disagreement in d« griit. Th. 'initt-d otate* 
proposes seven automatic seismic stations and seven on-site 
inspections per year. The Soviet Union oroooses thre» 
automatic seismic stations and three on-site inspcction> oei 
year and refuses to budge or consider any otner items untri 
acceptance of these figures. To support their stand, tney 
contend that national systems are adequate for policing a 
ban in all the environments and their agreement to three 
automatic seismic stations and three on-site inspection ^ 
a concession to the rfest and is not negotiable. 1-he i<^«LScaxn 
position, on the other hand, is viewed as the mini;ri»jm 
of seismic stations and on— site inspections based on whe 
latest scientific evaluation which will ensure effective 
control and act as a deterrent against posciile violaticfta . 

Throughout the course of the negotiations, it ap- 
peared that an unbreakable deadlock had been r«-ached, onlj 
to somehow be broken, usually by correspondence between heads 
of governments. This has indicated a tremendous interest of 
the heads of governments to use every means available to c«c- 
tinue the negotiations. Why one might ack is this so* 
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There are four chief reasons why this topic of 
nuclear weapon testing is so important to be of prime 
interest to the heads of the Nuclear Powers. 

First, there has been a constant world pressure to 
stop the testing because of the radiation hazards to 
humeuiity. There is a difference of opinion as to what this 
hazard is, but it has been instrumental in keeping the 
pressure of world opinion on the Nuclear Powers to continue 
to search for agreement. 

Second, each of the Nuclear Powers has realistically 
stated what the tragic results would be if the arms race 
is allowed to continue. The test ban is viewed as one way 
of, at least, slowing down this race. 

Third, there is the fact that there must be some 
start towards reaching agreement between the Nuclear Powers 
to reduce the risk of nuclear war and to strive towards 
positive arms control and disarmament measures. The test 
ban is viewed as one issue where there is the best chance 
of reaching agreement and thus being the small step that 
is needed to start the ball rolling. 

Fourth, there is the problem of proliferation of 
nuclear weapons and its resulting increase in international 
instability and the prospects of nuclear war. The time is 
ripe now for the stopping of this proliferation when 
testing is a crucial part of any nuclear v eapons 
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development program for any nation that has not developed 
the weapon. 



II. COIICLUSION 

This brings us up to the point where the question 
can be asked, where do we go frc»n here? 

With the negotiations going on for the last five 
years under the same advantageous conditions in a world 
that is constantly changing, will the time be reached when 
agreement is no longer possible because of the prolifera- 
tion of the weapons or the discovery of a cheap and simple 
bomb or a major breakthrough which would upset the military 
balance? 

The history of the negotiations has shown that one 
cannot be overly optimistic or pessimistic. Although the 
Soviet Union has held to the present position since 
January, 1963, the final sessions indicated a possible 
shift in the Soviet position of some nature in the future. 
The annoimcemont of the forthcoming talks in Moscow indi- 
cate that an agreement is close because the separation 
between the sides keeping them from reaching agreement is 
small. Further, practically all of the major progress in 
the negotiations has been made in private talks or corres- 
pondence. However, the Soviet stand in relation to the 
question of inspection, put forth by the soviet 
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representative at the last few meetings | could Indicate | 
as the United States representative pointed out, a possible 
reversal of the Soviet position on Inspections. 

Although this study covered the period of negotia- 
tions from July 1, 1958, to July 1, 1963, a period of five 
years, subsequent events make It necessary to bring them 
Into this paper. The three Power meetings that were 
scheduled for July 15, 1963, In Moscow were successful In 
bringing the negotiations to a partial conclusion with the 
signing of a limited test ban treaty on August 5, 1963, 
banning tests In the atmosphere, outer space and under- 
water with relleuace on national detection and Identifica- 
tion systems for policing the ban. The Soviet Union 
accepted this agreement without a moratorium on underground 
testing reversing their long advanced position In relation 
to partial test ban treaties. 

With the signing of this limited test ban, the 
chances of a comprehensive ban are very slim. This shift 
In the Soviet position indicated that she was not willing 
to accept the principle of inspection. The positions on a 
comprehensive test ban were very close and would have 
required a very small move on the part of the Soviet Union 
to have reached agreement on a comprehensive test ban. 
However, as the speeches in the latter part of the negotia- 
tions of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Dlsarm 2 unent and 
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as the United States representative indicated, the Soviet 
Union was giving second thoughts to the principle of in- 
spection. It appears that the Soviet Union wanted a test 
ban Just as the V/est desired one, but she wais not willing 
to accept on-site inspections. 

What effect does this limited ban have on the mu- 
tual advantages that have kept the negotiations plodding 
on for over five years? 

In relation to the humanitarian argument, it com- 
pletely satisfies this arg\jment because It will ensure 
against the contamination of the atmosphere by radioactive 
fallout. 

As to the argument that an agreement would slow 
down the arms race this conclusion is not at all certain. 
First, with the continuation of underground testing and 
the arms race shifting to a sophistication of present 
weapon systems, it v/ould not have an effect on the further 
development of small sophisticated weapons. Further, the 
Soviet Union had stated that they would not conduct under- 
ground tests because they did not think these tests were 
necessary. However, there is no doubt that the Soviet 
Union will, or has already, started a program of under- 
ground testing. Therefore, this agreement on a limited 
ban could shift the arms race from one element of nucleair 
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w«apons, large megaton weapons, to another, small sophis- 
ticated nucleair weapons. 

Only time will tell if the agreement will be signi- 
ficant enough to bring about further accommodation between 
the Nuclear Powers. It is of tremendous significance as 
it is the best that could be derived out of the series of 
negotiations and it is what the eight non-aligned nations 
of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament had been 
advocating since the last deadlock developed in January, 
1963 , 

As to the proliferation of nuclear weapons, there is 
no doubt that by the number of countries that have signed 
the Treaty already that it will have a great effect on 
this problem, A country could develop an underground 
testing capability, but the cost and the state of the art 
are such that it is not probable that they would choose to 
do so. There remains a special problem with respect to 
Prsince and China as both have refused to adhere to the 
Treaty. This refusal could have repercussions in other 
aspects if they continue to test in the atmosphere thus 
aligning world public opinion against them. For Communist 
China, which is trying to build up its prestige in the 
underdeveloped countries, it could effectively tie her 
hands auid force her to move towards underground testing 
and development. This would increase the expense of the 
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dcvelopn^nt » require longer periods of time to develop any 
capability and reduce the overall capability of the 
finished weapon system. 

In the final analysis, it csn be said that the 
history of the negotiations indicates that there was bound 
to have been an agreement of some sort due to the importance 
of the issue and the mutual advantages to the Nuclear Powers 
if common grovind for agreement could be found. 

The Nuclear Powers have answered the question "To 
Teat or Not to Test” as it affects their national security 
interests by saying, to test in the atmosphere, outer space 
<and underwater, no; to test underground, yes. 



xtf*» o» MBXa «#<'vwxi yii*#n *l3M0fAl«^p«b 

•»Hi W vA 1U«»9S» ii,r»»vo #<9«|W\ 4^ y#UJ4»4»0 

•C4iat» n* %t>w u»m(Umx\ 
464a alM 66 666 9« gMJtcfiMm JmmtL *66 «;; 
MBrtKatf 464> 6»i56946tLi r*«<4 »n Y40J>4lrt 

%Ofg6a466>>6 v4J ^ »s*U« A-«kD 6666 %* CDi lM#4.49V6ll 64 

rT<nTf it^r ilH 6rii 6S AM^iJiiPvAw £6um \c 

• MaifCA««i4 6iaccS 4lbMi>6SnL»« SOt b»Uaas% 1164606 H 
l^■^6il■i «»M6 ^Mla6ti sii 

i?UMQ66 /M64I66 ^i^ t439tl6 ?i «6 *>66f 66 '06 666T 

6Q«^ t6tw «A 0»*« ^ ^ CJ660MMU. 

40 *ta<<l»Ja «6 A6» 




i 



4 * 4,4 



i 










« 





# ii 







f 














BIBLICXSRAPHY 



A. PRir-IARY SOURCES 



A* Official Records 

Conference for the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests. 
Verbatifa Records of the First through Three Hundred 
’ jmT fi7ty :: ^rr T ' H ^tI^ "Oc^SHl^r 

'31V 15>5S-lanuary 1962. 

Eighteen-Nation Coitunittcc on Disarraamont. Verbatim Records 
of the First through One Htindred and For ty-SevontK 
Keetlnq~ e5TdcAv. 1-14^ korch iTV l^^i-June 21, 1963 

Eighteen-Nation CosKiittee on Disarmament, Subcommittee on a 
Treaty for the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests. 
Verbatim Records of the First through Fiftieth Meeting 
Eltoc/sc . l/lv . 1-^ 0 . March 2l, l$5^2-5eceraber l^i , 1M2 . 



Collected Documents 

United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. Docu- 
ments on Disarmament 1961 . Washington: GovernmervE 

Printing 6iiLcef 1^S2 . 

. International Neqotiat ions on Ending Nuclear 
We apon lest's. Was'hi^tonj Government Priritin'g ' 

o7fiTe,“T:^. 

United States Department of State. Documents on Disarma- 
ment 1945-1959 . Vol. II. Washington ; GovernmenF" 
Printing icc I i960. 

. Documents on Disarmament 1960 . Washington: 
Governraen'i Pr'inTrng olflc’ei' '19(31. 



. Publications of the Government 

Beam, Jacob D. ”A Nuclear Test Ban and Arms Control," 

The Department of State Bulletin, XLVIII (April 1, 



Dean, Arthxur K. "United Nations Considers Question of 

Suspension of Nuclear and Thermonuclear Tests," The 



trrvcjoc tmMIs •* 



,»i. ic-»4jm«k' '-u^'«.< f» 



g^f IB> ki^allOiO poJ_#alt-<»*^<t|fli 

.- 4jg* jtl'VOAiii *& 







<4 < 



5i^ 



. aIQ i« 4*iiij>4A3 

_ , ._^i!a/‘4 %» « j<Qp«M4i** tC4 i I* fcitJ Y'^***^ 

I f<w^t> #rt/ *2 tiiifcc-.ftV 



fe ^ a J EXoO *S 

_r#.4*X.'' 1^ *(n 

* ‘i.5LZ 



sn— ,(rwt^ MnA Lat0lm) 

TSkts^vt^ •* ^^gaig^iA * « *■?* * 



tJi n.fr v .. .«aryj,in.i >gS»? gg4 
-i . -4 j m L-: fttPWesa ••i*>L >» 

Ok. tuob irTkX»*«-s^ ••vV f ^ ^ 

.01 <X . -"*• ' :-Cu*aJ'i. 



n^«^* C^Miutf If^Kxntr* 



>rob 



^ W X4C^U^I.U«3l^ t •! 

. BBIiA XO#l 

XJk94^^ iXf 

•»to.«*o4#r i%4lUtiUt0^ 4roirf%X kmlk^ Jf UJ»»^ 

.^9%^ ^-^iismm- i r W«< ^44i;om Vo mUj‘>^««*«> 



349 



Department of State Bulletin, XLVII (November 26, 

T§6‘2T, pp.” 

Poster, WllllaiB C, "Risk and Security in the Age of Nuclear 
Weapons," The Department of State Bulletin, XLVIII 
(January 

• "The Nuclear Test Ban Issue," The Department of 
^ate Bulletin , XLVIII (March 18, pp.' 39^-415?. 

Gehron, William J* "Geneva Conference on the Discontinuance 
of Nuclear Weapon Tests," The De pitmen t of State 
Bulletin , XLIII (September "1966')',' pp , 

Gullion, Edmund A, "Disarmament Issues and Prospects," 

The Deportoent of State Bulletin , XLIV (May 1, 1961), 
pp» Sis— 639« 

Kennedy, John P* "U*3. and U.S.S.R, Exchange Views on 
Nuclear Test Ban," "Exchange of Letters, President 
Kennedy and Chairman Khrushchev," The Department of 
State Bulletin , XLVIII (February lT7“ 1§6^ ) , PP • 1^- 
2(i5V 

Rusk, Dean* "U*S, Efforts to Achieve Safeguarded Test 
Treaty," The Department of State Bulletin, XLVIII 
(April i,*T^6Tr7Tp^~^5::T8'5; 

United States Arras Control and Disarmament Agency# "A 

Summary of Developments at the Conference of the 18- 
Mation Committee on Disarmament, Geneva, March 14- 
June 15, 1962," The Department of State Bulletin, 

XLVII (July 23, may; PP . 

United States Disarmament Administration# Geneva Con- 
ference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests # 
Washington: ' "(Sovernm^'t' Printing oj'fi'c'e,' iy^i#' 

United States Executive Office of the President# "U.S# 

and U#K# Propose Banning Nucleeu: Tests in Atmosphere, 
Soviet Resumption of Weapons Tests Called Strategy 
of Terror," The Department of State Bulletin, XLV 
(September itrri'5m7ppr“47?-T7T;; 







I, S‘ wi.w’* ^pi-* . 

To - ( ..^. ,£c r: j’i. X . 

4 C «tb ^ I ' ^ ' I ^^> 

fci'*' V 



i »►• ."i ’»»■ f 



^J_i .Y^ ^ ^V* ,Wt* 



^A» 



.19*.«jr«ar7*^ *«*•*•! ,# 

• ii4ir »i v'l'.? •jfciiiivi? ^ it 



«i^ 

• QA 



> ,“j (•■ -<•-* . • . I- , . , . f fc-^gjp ^ .•.rmtumM 

' , l??f . 4i *.«^.'«iiL/*\» OT1 ii . Ai.j*LLt/a 






. « •• 






Wi >•♦ •*!*«# •ftV'OT .•• •*— jj 1^C4*y \*7 *, (UMWt 

‘ /t4SAA ) g ft h ' ui'O^ * JC w ■* "'^ ^ ijw** .' 



• • 






•»jfr5 



^ ".'-f -i ,‘. Mac 

^T t I i ' ^ 




j H*>A. 



t-fV >X^ fr* « ~T>'^»i trrci^A i 
*xT . f»^ ‘"S^' \’5«j2ll T 



,_- / . ^w- 

|pt> -jSjTS* 



• ••*■’’* i^«>4 -»/’ • o diS l>9igM9 

t *r\M/ k jh£^a ^ %:»•; €.3»lrC^ t^lli*iiii • ^MV. . V« J !owi 

«♦#•!* f £i4iLft. W«i>T 

y.Lt , ni^9tt^ Tc "3® 



350 



B* SECONDARY SOURCES 



A* Books 

Barnet, Richard J« Who Wants Dlsarraaroent ? Boston: Beacon 

Press, I960. 

Beaton, Leonard and James R. Maddox. The Spread of Nuclear 
Weapons . New York: Frederick A, Praeger, 1^2, 

Bechhoefer, Bernhard G. Postwar Negotiations for Axms 
Control. WasJiington: The ~Drookin’g^^ 

Bennett, John C. (ed.). ?juclear Weapons and the Conflict 
of Conscience. New V‘ork’:""' cKarles" 'Scribner 'S'on's j" ‘ 

mT. 

Bull, Hedley. The Control of the Arms Race . New York: 
Frederick A* Praeger, T§^61. 

Etrioni, Amitai. The Hard Way to Peace. New York: 

Collier Books7T9^7T" 

Frisch, David H. (ed.). ^ms Reduction Program eoid Issues . 
New York: The TwentTeEH Ceh'kury Fujid™j TST6'l. 

Frocaa, Erich. Hay Man Prevail/ Hew York: Dotibloday and 

Company, l5Sl'. 

Fuller, Helen. Year of Trial . New York: Harcourt, Brace 

and V/orld, T?TS?. 

Gardner, John W. (ed.). To Tyn the Tide , New York: 

Harper and Brothers, 19T2T~ ~ 

Gilpin, Roberi; G. American Scientists and Nuclear Weapons 
Policy . Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton Universitiy 

IPress; 1962. 

Hinds, Neal o. Proving Grounds , Seattle, Washington: 
University o’f” ‘vJ'asning ton Press, 1963. 

Hadley, Arthvir T, The Nations Safety and Arms Control . 

New York: The’*vl!ki^g^ 'i'9Pl. 

H 2 ihn, Walter F. and John C. Neff. American Strategy for 
the Nuclear Age. New York: DouKl'e ay axi^ cbrapanv , 

T5^0. 



ou 






I • r>J 



■ Vffc .V 

.^»nx •( 



*! 






.4 tjL*33^ i'l ^ 4Mv M 10 A*«a 2 ««u 

* 1 '’’'-! (' 3 L»p«#<xi #• :>'s»^ ^-v< . fo i ynti^ 

• i>" oir** «OOl^«Jiuli.>«Ajlf « i'. 

*i;Tc,v »» 4 i ,xa*jJ •vdo*- .IXitf 

^J®^*** jsif • * ~ -^iit Sfc *ytf %MA ,iifca**eirji 

^MlOiOC 'Aahixi< 9 l 



'rutZ^ 319^ t.v^wT i](wir *s« 

env v^^'M' VbC i# 3 i»| «*t. ,mt i jxaA j. 

,t^ 



t » .mJI £1 



, *; 5 



•« 

*I?TT ,;-x 



vHK . 1 ^ 



4 ^ «U.« •'ViAMUiX 

I '£&t*it?<«..ji' ^crf 






» 9 «ULffUA 4 Q 9 jbnJ 7 i 



•AMi 



tjrivi 7 iZ^» 



• ««Xi5iia4 , »t»M..»_ t . -t »^ -| ■ *. .»%(Vi‘ff 

jfcSU Ifll ; 3 {$lg^ iMSdLiiaA^S^ <♦* 

• f ■/•- ,009^1 {•‘UjU.l i>»<F 



jsA xo^agdt ^ •*» a-rfiA* 

• IJhA^ rj? 



351 



Kindley, Ernest K* (ed.}» The V/lnds of Freedom . Boston: 
OesLCon Press, 1963. 

Kissinger, Henry A, Nuclear V^eapons and Foreign Policy * 
New York: Doxiblod ay "arid CompanyV"T95'S* 

. The Necessity for Choice » New York: Harper and 

brothers , i961» 

Lefever, Ernest W* (ed»}« Arms and ^^ps Control * New 
York; Frederick A* Praegor, 19*STiT* 

Lippraann, Walter* The Coming Tests with Russia . Boston: 
Little, Brown and Company I'^o 1 • 

Hurray, Thomas E* Nuclear Policy For War and Peace * New 
York: World PuHTTsKTng Company, 

Noel— Baker, Philip* The Arms Race * New York: Oceana 

Publications , 19*53T 

Nogea, Joseph L* Soviet Policy Towards International 
Control of Atomic Energy * Noire Dame, Indiana: 
University of Notre Dame Press, 1961* 

Nutting, Anthony* Disarmament * New York: Oxford 

University Press , i§5 ^ * 

Pauling, Linus. No More War * New York: Dodd, Mead and 

Company, 1958. 

Schelling, Thomas C* and Morton H. Helper in* Strategy 
and Arms Control * New York: The Twentieth' cVntury 

FundV T^6T* 

Spanier, John W* and Joseph I. Nogee* The Politics of 

Disarmament * New York; Frederick A* Praeger, 1962* 

Teller, Edward and Albert L* Latter* Our Nuclear Future * 
New York: Criterion Books, 1958. 

Teller, Edward* The Legacy of Hiroshima * New York: 
Doubleday and Company, T5'6T*"''’ 

*•’' dsworth, James J* The Price of Peace * New York: 
Frederick A* Praeger, 1^^2* 



tJtf 



“ w-vX ,'«^5 

. 1 Ji l»‘» >. « * J * ••liK-jyj 

-•.*fe-‘~ , /rircV. . V- r»'Laii>C tifiot 

4 oi» : ii»v IT *£d£&f*‘. 2 -. vAU* -*i!^ t/ij? , ^ 

,TiVi , ♦'aiarta c “2 " 

*fl|fr > f rryir.. : a^ »t 4 *r*«/ -»v 

*TJ l t -Ur^S^ §% .A JC: .»fairT ='A*T 

-—-4 * i /44» 1’. iW . . - y »(^ |W^.5^3iJ 

.. • ,V^A<.»X:‘. T*<<« (mnnstv 

•T't cr-iCr S Jjn.* ^ • u .1 .yi? > » , ^4fa^'*4- 

" ^y> 3 |V ^ {migi^. t-' MwiXi^ru >» '.<^ 0 # tj'r»t 

4B4AAk ** »><y ■if.kiJl'1^ 

- 'T\i. ^ 

^r>! : ■, ^ . . j. . . »_ivge. *■ n'uuty .u^ort 

•X 'V? ^ M ,2 imc 

- t ..... «. .V • ‘J . ■ -■. cLjg , '-1PK , 

taw .uX«c-. t.c-R 



♦* a.jr*, ■ £*»!• .. 

1 V;^ .4-f^o^ ,. a«<4«^ , ftsioaqt 

..•*T , » •C^5‘TT .^ '•Tin i'i li^- 



V • A4 r^t ^ JtW^ 7 Ufc.'&J/. aO^ ^-i.> «.t'' . 'Z.^JlaT 

^ ^.^?fU .ru^ «»V 



».-i 



ii:' * V . - . « - •»“ t ^mLis9 

•T« >T jji.^ 



• «MK 

• Ain»/%p 4 '^ 



«jra»x 



4 



352 



Z* Learned Societies and Other Organiaations 

National Planning Association# Gstahlishing International 
Control of Nuclo^ TestiJiq # SpeciaT f^oporir 1 ^ 56 . ' " ‘ 
Washington: ' WaH:i'onai 'Planning Association, July 21, 
1950. 

. The Nth Country Problem Arm Control . 

" ‘ planning Panph'iet' ¥l0'8"i' 'Wash'^lng'ton:' ' TfaOonal Planning 

Association, I960* 



^# Periodicals 

Finkelstein, Lawrence S, "Arms Inspection,’* International 
Conciliation N« 540 (November 1962), pp. 



— • Unpublished Materials 

American Academy of Arts and Sciences. "Is Disarmament Now 
Possible?" Daedalus on the Air . Transcript of radio 
broadcast of Aprii * Doston: American Academy 

of Arts and Sciences, 1963. 



Newspapers 



’Washington Post , June-August 1963. 






Wi 



LL 



_ I 






>ll ylia .j j/- 






“•«»-- . *- 



^ ^ T,\*J2^JS0^ i ' ‘^•*4 *S 



^^.LMe^0 lAiM^i^Al* 

'J-.f'* »ifr V^i_. 



)««< 



I J l; . ^ f 9 A 






.^^ ,kT#Al aMrrott) W .1 ^>.’*/,« 



* :_ * -< ■ » ' I;.* $^*i® 

.«il 9 • »ri«pr^ rv *«« ^^7.^ *c* 

xU3m% i pmsui i T ^ ^‘ ' 'J-.tr^, '•?^4ji;r--jT 

fMl^'t- -* SSi^l*a»^4 • t T'** » , ’ '*,, 

♦ *«ml. ^. .* V* IW"^»- 



isssassss ^ 

»4Ht — »«^l|-r. . IWI 





J 








APPENDIX A 



AGREED PARTS OF THE DRAFT TREATY ON THE 
DISCONTINUANCE OF NUCLEAR vJEAPON TESTS 



Agreed text of Preamble 

The Paxties to this Treaty 

Pursuing the aim of reducing international competition 
in armaments and in the development of new weapons of war: 

Endeavouring to take a practical step towards the achieve- 
ment of the objectives of the United Nations in the field 
of disarmament including the eventual elimination and pro- 
hibition of nuclear weapons under effective international 
control and the use of atomic energy for peaceful purposes 
only; 

Desirous of bringing about the permanent discontinuance 
of nuclear weapons test explosions; 

Recognizing that the estciblishment and continuous opera- 
tion of effective international control is essential to 
the achievement of this objective; 

Hoping that all other countries will also join in under- 
takings not to carry out nuclear v/eapons tests and to ensure 
the satisfactory operation of that control throughout the 
world ; 

Confident that a discontinuance of such tests under ef- 
fective control will make possible progress toward agreement 
on measures of disarmament have agreed as follows: 



Texts of Agreed Draft Articles 



Article 1 



Each of the Parties to this Treaty undertakes, subject 
to the provisions of this Treaty and its annexes: 

(a) to prohibit and prevent the carrying out of nuclear 
weapons test explosions at any place under its jurisdiction 
or control ; and 

(b) to refrain from causing, encouraging, or in any way 
participating in, the carrying out of nuclear weapons test 
explosions anywhere. 



Article 2 

(a) For the purpose of assuring th- t the obligations 
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assumed in this Treaty are carried out by the Parties there 
is hereby established a Control Organization upon the torns 
and conditions set forth in this Treaty and the Annexes 
thereto ; 

(b) Each of the Parties agrees to co-operate promptly 
and fully with the Control Organization established under 
paragraph (a) of this Article and to assist the Control 
Organization in the discharge of its responsibilities 
pursuant to the provisions of this treaty and the pro- 
visions of any agreement which the Parties shall have con- 
cluded with the Control Organization. 

Article 3 

1. The Control Organization established under Article 2 

of this Treaty shall consist of: a control Conuaission, 

hereinafter referred to as "the Commission"! a Detection 
and Identification System | hereinafter referred to as the 
"System”; a Chief Executive Officer, hereinafter referred 
to as "the Administrator"; and a Conference of Parties to 
the Treaty, hereinafter referred to as "the Conference." 

2. The Headquarters of the Control Organization shall 
be located at Vienna. 



Article 4 

1. The Commission shall consist of one representative 
from each of the follov/ing States: 

(a) The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics , the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Mor thorn Ireland, and 
the United States of America, as original Parties to this 
Treaty; and 

(b) four other Parties to the Treaty elected by the 
Conference. 

2. The States referred to in paragraph Kb) of this 
Article shall be elected and shall serve for a period of 
two yeaxs, emd shall be eligible for re-election. 

3. The representatives elected to the first elected 
Commission shall serve from the time of their election 
until the end of the third regular session of the Conference. 
The representatives elected at the third regular session of 
the Conference, and biennially thereafter, shall serve 

from the end of the Conference at which they ore elected 
until the end of tlic Conference which elects their suc- 
cessors. 
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INSTALLATION AND OPERATION OF THE SYSTEM 
IN PARTIES’ TERRITORIES 

Each of the original Parties and all other Parties to 
this Treaty agree to accept on territory under their 
jurisdiction or control components of the System which is 
established on the basis of the report of the Conference 
of Experts to Study the Methods of Detecting Violations of 
a Possible Agreemesit on the Suspension of Nuclear Tests 
and shall be installed and shall operate in accordance with 
the provisions of this Treaty arr^ its Annexes. 



UNDERTAKINGS CONCERNING CO-OPERATION 
WITH THE SYSTEM 

1. E''rh of the Parties undertakes to assure that adequate 
and expeditious transportation is available from the point 
of entry, or within its territory to the site of any ele- 
ment of the System or any area where an on-site inspection 
is to be conducted. 

2. Each of the Parties undertakes to enter into appro- 
priate arrangements vjith the Commission for the utilization 
of existing meterorological and commercial aircraft flights 
over ocean areas for routine air-sampling purposes. 

3. Each of the Parties vindertakes to enter into appro- 
priate arrangements with the Commission to have aircraft 
immediately available for special flights, carried out 
pursuant to the provisions of , over territory undex* its 
jurisdiction or control or to permit special flights by 
aircraft forming part of the system. 

4. Each of the Parties undertakes to enter into appro- 
priate arrangements with the Commission for the utilization 
of existing weather or geophysical exploration vessels for 
use as components of the System. 

5. Each of the Parties undertakes to give inspection 
groups , despatched pursuant to the provisions of , 
immediate and undisputed access to the area in v/hi'ch an 
on-site inspection is to be conducted, to refrain from 
interference with any operation of an inspection group and 
to give such groups the assistance they may require in the 
performance of their missions. 

6. (Paragraph 6 will be drafted to make provision for 
high— altitude detection after this matter has been further 
discussed) . 



THE CONFERENCE 

1. The Conference consisting of representatives of 
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Parties to the Treaty shall meet in regular annual session 
and in such special sessions as shall be convened by the 
Administrator at the request of the Commission or a majority 
of Parties to the Treaty. The sessions shall take place 
at the headquarters of the Organization unless otherwise 
determined by the Conference. 

2. At such sessions, each Party to the Treaty shall be 
represented by not more than three delegates who may be 
accompanied by alternates or advisers. The cost of attend- 
ance of any delegation shall be borne by the State con- 
cerned. 

3. The Conference shall elect a President and such other 
Officers as may be required at the beginning of each ses- 
sion. They shall hold office for the duration of the 
session. The Conference, subject to the provisions of this 
Treaty, shall adopt its own rules of procedure. Each Party 
to the Treaty shall have one vote. Decisions on budgetary 
matters shall be made pursuant to Article and decisions 
on amendments pursuant to Article . Decisions on other 
questions, including the determination of additional 
questions or categories of questions to be decided by a 
two-thirds majority, shall be made by a simple majority of 
the Parties to the Treaty present and voting. 

4. The Conference may discuss any questions or any 
matters within the scope of this Treaty or relating to the 
powers and functions of any organs provided for in this 
treaty and may make recommendations to the Parties or to 
the Commission or to both on any such question or matters. 

5. The Conference shall: 

(a) Elect States to serve on the Commission in 
accordance with Article 4; 

(b) consider the annual and any special report of the 
Commission; 

(c) approve the budget recommended by the Commission 

in accordance with paragraph of Article ; 

(d) approve reports to be submitted to the United 
Nations as required by any relationship agreement between 
the Organization and the United Nations; or return them to 
the Commission with the recommendations of the Conference; 

(e) approve any agreement or agreements between the 
Organization eind the United Nations or other organizations 
as provided in Article or return such agreement with its 
recommendations to the Commission for re-submission to the 
Conference; 

(f) approve amendments to this Treaty in accordance 
with Article . 

6. The Conference shall have the authority: 

(a) to take decisions of any matter specifically 
referred to the Conference for this purpose by the Commission; 

(b) to propose matters for consideration by the 
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Commission and request from the Commission reports on any 
matter relating to the functions of the Commission. 



PERIODIC REVIEW OF THE SYSTEM 



1. Two years after the coming into force of this Treaty, 
the Commission shall review the System established under 
this Treaty in order to: 

(a) evaluate its effectiveness for verifying com- 
pliance with the obligations set forth in Article 1 and 

of this Treaty; 

(b) determine in the light of experience and scien- 
tific progress whether any specific improvements should be 
made or new elements added to the System; 

(c) consider such measures to improve or maintain 
the effectiveness of the System as may be proposed by emy 
Party to the Treaty in the light of experience in the opera- 
tion of the Treaty. 

2. The System may be reviewed by the Commission annually 
thereafter for the same purpose upon request of the Con- 
ference or any of the original Parties. 



PRIVILEGES AND II^MUNITIES 



The privileges and immunities which the Org«mization, 
its staff and the representatives of Peurties shall be 
granted by the Parties, and the legal capacity which the 
organization shall enjoy in the territory of each of the 
Parties, shall be as set forth in Annex II of this treaty. 



RELATIONSHIPS WITH OTHER INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 



1. The Commission, with the approval of the Conference, 
is authorized to enter into an agreement or agreements es- 
tablishing an appropriate relationship between the Organi- 
zation and the United Nations. 

2. The Commission, with the approval of the Conference, 
shall arrange for the Organization to be brought into an 
appropriate relationship with any international orgeuiiza- 
tion which may in the future be established among the 
Parties to the Treaty to supervise disarmament eind arras 
control measures. 
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ANNEXES 



The Annexes to this Treaty form an integral part of this 
treaty. 



PARTIES TO THE TREATY 



The Parties to this Treaty shall be: 

1. The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and the United 
States of America, referred to herein as the "original 
Parties". 

2. (Item 2 will contain provision for other States to 
become parties to the agreement. Although there is agree- 
ment in principle on this part, language has not yet been 
worked out among the three negotiating pov/ers.) 



SIGNATURE, RATIFICATION, ACCEPTANCE AND ENTRY INTO FORCE 



1. This Treaty shall be open for signature on by 

the States referred to in paragraph of Article , and 

shall remain open for signature by those States for a 
period of six months. 

2. The signatory States shall become Parties to this 
Treaty by deposit of an instrument of ratification. 

3. Instruments of ratification by signatory States and 

instruments of acceptance by States referred to in para- 
graph 2 of Article shall be deposited with the Govern- 
ment of , hereby designated as the depositary 

Government . 

4. Ratification or acceptance of this Treaty shall be 
effected by States in accordance with their respective 
constitutional processes. 

5. This Treaty shall enter into force when all the 
original Parties have deposited instruments of ratification 
in accordance with paragraph 3 of this Article, Instru- 
ments of ratification and instruments of acceptance deposited 
hereafter shall take effect on the date of their deposit, 

6. The depositary Government shall promptly inform all 
States signatory to the Treaty of the date of each deposit 
of ratification and the date of entry into force of the 
Treaty. The depositary Government shall promptly inform 
all signatories and Parties to the Treaty of the dates on 
which States subsequently become Parties thereto. 
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REGISTRATION 



1* This Treaty shall be registered by the deposit^try 
Government pursuant to Article 103 of the Charter of the 
United Nations* 

2* Agreements between the Organisation and any Party to 
this Treaty or any other State or public international 
organization shall be submitted for registration by the 
Comiission with the United Nations. 



DURATION 



This Treaty shall remain in force indefinitely subject 
to the inherent right of a Party to withdraw and be re- 
lieved of obligations hereunder if the provr^ions of the 
Treaty and its Annexes, including those providing for the 
timely installation and effective operation of the control 
system, are not being fulfilled and observed. 



AMEHDI'.ENTS 



Amendments to this Treaty and its Annexes shall enter 
into fore® for all Parties to the Treaty when they have 
been adopted by a vote of two-thirds of the Members of the 
Conference and ratified in accordance with their respective 
constitutional processes by two-thirds of the i arties to 
the Treaty, including the original Parties. 



AUTHENTIC TEXTS 



This Treaty, o- which the English and Russian texts are 
equally authentic, shall be deposited in the archives of 
the depositary Government. Duly certified copies of this 
Treaty shall be transmitted by the depositary Government 
to the Governments of the other signatory States and to the 
Governments of States which become Parties to this Treaty 
pursuant to paragraph of Article . 

IN WITNESS WHCRECf the undersigned, duly authorised, have 
signed this Treaty. 

Done at this day of , one 

thousand nine' hundrcci and . 
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Text of Agreed Draft Annex II « 



Article 1 
DEFINITIONS 



In this Annex: 

(1) The expression "representatives of Parties to this 
Treaty" includes representatives on or to any organ of the 
Organization established under the provisions of this 
Treaty, including the Conference, together with the members 
of their official staffs. 

(2) The expression "representatives of Parties to this 
Treaty on the Control Commission" includes all members of 
the official staffs of such representatives except those 
whose duties are clerical. For the purpose of this Annex 
such clerical personnel shall be deemed to come within the 
class of persons referred to in sub-paragraph (1) of this 
Article. 

(3) The expression "members of the Organization staff” 
includes the Administrator and all employees of the Or- 
ganization. 

(4) The term "expert" shall mean an individual performing 
a mission on behalf of the Organization either at the head- 
quarters of the Organization or in the territory of a 
Party to this Treaty. 

(5) The terra "host government" shall mean the government 
of the country in which the headquarters of the Organization 
is located. 



Article 2 

JURIDICAL PERSONALITY 



/V. The Organization shall possess juridical personality. 
It S^all have the capacity (a) to contract, (b) to acquire 
and dispose of property (c) to institute and defend legal 
proceedings. 

B. The Organization may provide for suitable identifica- 
tion of ships and aircraft employed on the official service 
of the Organization. 
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Article 3 

PROPERTY, FUNDS A^ID ASSETS 



A. The Organization, its property and assets, wherever 
located and by whomsoever held, shall enjoy immunity from 
every form of legal process except in so fax as in any 
particular case the Commission, on behalf of the Organiza- 
tion, has expressly waived this immunity, but such express 
waiver of immvmity shall not extend to einy measure of execu- 
tion or detention of property. 

B. The premises of the organization shall be inviolable. 

The property and assets of the Organization, wherever located 
and by whomsoever held, shall be immune from search, requisi- 
tion, confiscation, expropriation and any oi;.er form of 
interference, whether by executive, administrative, judicial 
or legislative action. 

C. The archives of the Organization and all documents 
belonging to it or held by it or by the staff or experts 
on its behalf shall be inviolable wherever located. 

D. The Organization, v/ithout being restricted by financial 
controls, regulations or moratorla of any kind, may, subject 
to the obligation to give effect as far as is practicable 

to representations made to it by any Party, exercise the 
following rights: 

(1) to hold currency of any kind and operate accounts 
in any currency; 

(2) to transfer its funds freely from, to, or within 
any country Party to this Treaty and convert any currency 
held by it into any other currency. 

E. The Organization, its assets, income and other property 
shall be: 

(1) Exempt from all direct taxes except those taxes 
which are in reality a charge for specific services; 

(2) Exempt from all customs duties, prohibitions and 
restrictions on imports and exports in respect of articles 
Imported or exported by the Organization for its official 
use; articles imported under such exemption shall not be 
disposed of, by sale or by gift, in the country into which 
they are imported except mder conditions approved by the 
government of that country; 

(3) Exempt from all customs duties, prohibitions emd 
restrictions on imports and exports in respect of its publica- 
tions. 

F. The Organization shall be exempt from taxes imposed 
directly on its expenditure transactions but not exempt 
from those taxes which are in reality a charge for specific 
services. 
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while in the territory of another Party in the discheurge 
of their official duties and during their journey to and 
from the place of meeting, the following privileges and 
immunities: 

(1) Immunity from arrest, detention or any legal 
process with respect to words spoken or written and acts 
done by them in their official capacity; 

(2) Inviolability for all their official papers 
and documents; 

(3) The right to use codes, couriers, and sealed bags 
in communicating with their Governments, their staffs and 
with the Organization; 

(4) The same exemption in respect of themselves auid 
their spouses from immigration restrictions, aliens* regis- 
tration and national service obligations as is accorded to 
compaurable categories of the staffs of diplomatic missions; 

(5) The same facilities with respect to currency or 
exchange restrictions as are accorded to comparable cate- 
gories of the staffs of diplomatic missions; 

(6) The same immunities and facilities with respect 
to their personal baggage as are accorded to comparable 
categories of the staffs of diplomatic missions; 

(7) The right to import free of duty their furniture 
and effects as the time of first arrival to take up their 
posts in the territory of a Party and, on the terminatio*' 
of their functions there, to re-export such furniture and 
effects free of duty; furniture and effects so imported 
shall not be disposed of, by sale or by gift, in such terri- 
tory except under conditions approved by the Government 
thereof, 

D. A representative to whom this Article applies shall, 
during any period when he is present in the territory of 
another Party for the discharge of his duties, be exempt 
from t2Ucation on his official salary and emoluments, and 
where the legal incidence of any other form of taxation 
depends upon residence, any such period shall, for the 
purposes of determining his liability to taxation, be 
treated as not being a period of residence in that terri- 
tory. 

E. The Administrator shall communicate to the Parties 
concerned the names of the representatives and members of 
their official staffs to whom paragraph B of this Article 
applies cind the probable duration of their stay in the 
territories of such other Parties. 

F. The privileges and immunities accorded under paragraphs 
A, B, and C are not for the personal benefit of the indivi- 
duals themselves , but in order to safeguard the independent 
exercise of their functions in connexion with the Organization. 
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Article 4 
COMMUNICATIONS 



A, Each Pcirty shall take appropriate steps necesseiry to 
ensure that its donastic and international telecommunication 
services accord to telecommunications of the Organization 
treatment at least equal to government telecommunications 
with respect to priority of transmission, and accord these 
telecommunications higher priority, i.e., special priority 
as accorded to the United Nations Organization in emer- 
gencies, when requested, and that rates charged shall be 

no higher than minimum government rates. Postal communica- 
tions shall be handled in the most expeditious manner pos- 
sible, 

B, No censorship shall be applied to the Official 
correspondence and other official communications of the 
Organization, 

C, The Organization shall have the right to use codes 
known to all Parties and to despatch and receive by courier 
or in sealed bags only official correspondence, other 
official communications and objects intended for official 
use. Such couriers and sealed bags shall have the same 
immunities and privileges as diplomatic couriers and bags. 

D, Nothing in paragraphs B and C, of this Article shall 
be construed to preclude the adoption of appropriate secu- 
rity precautions to be determined by agreement between a 
Party and the Organization. 



Article 5 

REPRESENTATIVES OF PARTIES TO THIS TREATY 



A, Representatives of Parties to this Treaty on the 
Control Commission shall enjoy in, the territory of the 
host government, the same privileges and immunities as the 
host government accords diplomatic envoys accredited to it, 

3. Representatives of Parties to this Treaty on the Con- 
trol Commission shall enjoy, while present in the territory 
of another Party in the discharge of Commission duties, the 
same privileges and immunities as the Party accords diplo- 
matic envoys accredited to it. 

C. Representatives of Parties to this Treaty shall enjoy, 
while present in the territory of the host government and 
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Consequently, a Peurty not only has the right, but is under 
a duty to saive the immunity of its representatives and 
their staffs in any case where, without prejudice to the 
purposes for which the immunity is accorded, 

G, The provisions of Feuragraphs A to E above shall not 
require any Party to grant any of the privileges and immuni- 
ties referred to therein to any person who is its national 
or any person who is its representative or is a member of 
the staff of such representative. 



Article 6 



Organization Staff and Experts 



A, The Administrator and the deputies of the Administra- 
tor shall be accorded the privileges and iramunitie* normally 
accorded to diplomatic envoys. 

B. All other members of the Organization staff shall be 
accorded the following privileges and immunities: 

(1) Inununity from arrest or detention whenever assigned 
to a control post, an inspection group, or a routine or 
special flight; and at all times immunity from arrest, 
detention or any legal process with respect to words spoken 
or written and acts done by them in the performance of their 
official functions; 

(2) The same facilities with respect to currency or 
exchange restrictions as are accorded to comparable cate- 
gories of the staffs of diplomatic missions; 

(3) The same immunities and facilities with respect 
to their personal baggage as are accorded to comparable 
categories of the staffs of diplomatic missions; 

(4) The same exemption from immigration restrictions, 
aliens' registration and national service obligations for 
themselves, their spou-.wS and members of their immediate 
families residing with them cuid dependent on them as is 
accorded to comparable categories of the staffs of diplomatic 
missions: 

(5) The same repatriation facilities in time of inter- 
national crisis for tliemr-elves, their spouses and members 

of their immediate families residing with them and dependent 
on them, as are accorded to compeurable categories of the 
staffs of diplomatic missions; 

(6) The right to import free of duty their furniture 
and effects at the time of first arrival to take up their 
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posts in the territory of a Party and, on the termination 
of their functions there, to re-export such furniture and 
effects free of duty; fxorniture and effects so imported 
shall not be disposed of, by sale or by gift, in such 
territory except under conditions approved by the Government 
thereof, 

C. Every expert performing a mission for the Organization 
either at the headquarters of the Organization or in the 
territory of a Party shall be accorded the following 
privileges and immunities: 

(1) Immunity from arrest or detention; 

(2) Immunity from legal process in respect to words 
spoken or written and acts done by him in the performance 
of his official functions; 

(3) The same exemption from immigration restrictions, 
aliens* registration and national service obligations as is 
accorded to comparable categories of the staffs of diplomatic 
missions ; 

(4) Immunities and privileges specified in items (2) 
and (3) of paragraph B of this Article. 

D. Every member of the Organization staff and every 
expert shall be exempt from taxation on the salaries and 
emoluments paid him by the Organization. 

E. The Administrator shall keep the Parties currently 
informed as to each individual to whom any of the fore- 
going paragraphs of this Article is applicable. A Party 
shall always be entitled to notification of the name and 
responsibility of any such individual before his arrival 
for official duties in the territory of that Party, so that 
it may have an opportunity to comment to the Administrator 
upon the proposed assignment of such expert or member of 
the Organization staff. 

F. Privileges and immunities are granted to members of 
the Organization staff and to experts in the interests o ' 
the Organization and not for the personal benefit of the 
individuals themselves. The Administrator shall have the 
right suad the duty to saive the immunity of any such indivi- 
dual in any case v;here the immunity would impede the course 
of justice and can be vmived v;ithout prejudice to the in- 
terests of the Organization. In the case of the Adminis- 
trator his immunity r.o,y be waived by the Commission provided 
the Commission finds the immunity would impede the course 

of justice and can be waived without prejudice to the 
interests of the Organization, 

G. The provisions of paragraphs A to D inclusive above 
shall not require any Party to grant any of the privileges 
and immunities referred to therein to any person who is its 
national , except : 

(i) Immtinity from arrest, detention or any legal 
process with respect to words spoken or written and acts 
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done by hiiti in the performance of his official functions 
for the Organization! 

(2) Facilities with respect to currency or exchange 
restrictins so far as necessary for the effective exercise 
of his functions. 



Article 7 

ABUSES OF PRIVILEGES 

A, The Organization shall at all tiroes cooperate with 
the appropriate authorities of Parties to facilitate the 
proper administration of justice, secure the observance of 
police regulations, and prevent the occurrence of an abuse 
of the privileges and Immunities set out in this Annex. 

B, If any i arty considers that there has been an abuse 
of the privilege of residence in its territory ox. of any 
other privilege or immunity granted by this Annex, the 
following procedure shall be adopted: 

(1) In the case of an abuse by the Administrator, 
consultations shall be held between tlie Party and the Com- 
mission to determine the action to be taken, 

(2) In the case of an abuse by any individual referred 
to in paragraphs (1) or (2) of Article, 1, the Party \/hich 
considers that there has been an abuse may, after consulta- 
tion with the Party whoso representative is concerned euid 

in accordance with the diplomatic procedures applicable to 
diplomatic envoys accredited to the former Party, require 
the representative to leave its territory, 

(3) In the case of an abuse by any individual re^erre^. 
to in paragraph E and C of Article 6, the Party which con- 
siders that there has been an abuse may, after consultation 
with the Administrator and, in the event of disagree?* nt, 
with the Commission, require the Administrator to arrange 
for an inanediato replacement. 



.Vrticle 8 



2-MSS EL-PASSER 



A, Members of the staff of the Organization and experts 
on missions on behalf of the Organization shall be entitled 
to use a spucial laissez-passcr procedure modelled on the 
United Nations laissez-paVser procedure , to be evolved by 
the Administrator pursu-mt to regulations approved by the 
Coraraission, 

B, Parties shall recognize zmd accept the Organization 
laissez-passer issuciJ to members of the staff of the orgeni- 
zation and to experts on missions on behalf of the Organi- 
zation as valid travel documents. 
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C* Members of the staff of the Organization and experts 
travelling on the Organization laissez~passer on the 
business of the Organization, sKali' be granted the same 
facilities for travel as are accorded to comparable cate- 
gories of the staffs of diplomatic missions. 

Article 9 

INTORPRCTATION AND SUFPL3KENTARY AGRC*:::^i.NT3 

A. The provisions of this Annex shall be interpreted in 
the light of the functions v;ith which the Organization is 
entrusted by the Treaty and its annex*s«. 

B. The provisions of this Annex shall in no vay limit 
or prejudice the privileges and imraunititiS which have been, 
or may hereafter be, accorded to the Organization by a 
State by reason of the location, in the territory of that 
State, of the headquarters or other components and agencies 
of the Organization. The Organization nay conclude wich 
any Party or Parties agreements supplementing the provi- 
sions of this Annex, so far as that Party or those Parties 
are conceirned. 



Text of Agreed Draft Annex III 



THD PRSFARATCRY CC1!MI3SICN 

A. A Preparatory Conunission, consisting of one rerre- 
sentativc from each of the original r«_rti«» to the Tre iy, 
shall come into existence on the day after this Tre^t^ 
shall have been signed by all the original Parties. The 
Preparatory Conuiission shall remain in existence unbll the 
Control Commission has been elected in accordanc« witl» 
Article 4 of this Treaty. 

B. Except as px'ovided in Section E of this Vnnex, t‘ie 

Preparatory Commission take decisions by a*,;rconiant 

among tlie three original parties, adopt Its own rule* of 
procedure, meet as often as necessary and determine its o^n 
place of meeting. It shall appoint an executive secretary 
and such staff as shall oe necessary, who shall exerciss 
such powers and perform such duties as the Preparatory 
Commission may determine. 

C. The expenses of the Preparatory Commifsion may oe fcet. 
by a loan provided by the United Nations or by advancas 
from governments. The repayment of loans sh<.ll be inciude*^ 
as an item in the budget for the Control Organization’s first 
financial period. The Preparatory Commission shall make 

the necessary arrangements with the appropriate authorities 
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of the United Nations for repayment of the loan. Advances 
from governments may be set off against assessments of the 
governments concerned levied in accordance with the pro- 
visions of Article • 

D. Pending deposit of instruments of ratification of 
the Treaty by all the original Parties, the Preparatory 
Commission shall: 

1. Conduct preliminary technical studies and co.'i- 
sultations v/ith regard to the location, installation, and 
equipping of control posts and other comp'-'ncnts of the 
Congrol Organization , including: 

(a) geological and topographic map stuoies of 
geographical areas of the world where control posts are to 
be located; 

^b) consultations with technical representatives 
of the original i^arties for the purpose of adopting standard 
construction des-gnr for control posts and regional offices 
and of choosing types of equipment for each of the four 
basic methods of detection; 

(c) studies of the surveys which will be required 
for selecting sites for control posts; 

(d) studies of communication requirements; 

(e) consultations with the original Parties for 
equipping and utilizing their aircraft for routine flights 
and vessels to be stationed in accordance with the Treaty 
and its Annexes; 

(f) studies of requirements for standard time 
transmission and recaption to ensure accurate relative time 
at all control posts aaid other components of the control 
Organization. 

2. Draw up detailed requirements and regulati'^ns for 
the staffing of the Organization and invite applicav ■ "sna 
for posts to bj filled during the initial operations of the 
organization ; 

3. Draw up requirements and invite applicatxons for 
the post of Administrator; 

4. Recommend th^ site in Vienna of the permaiient 
headquarters oi the Organization; draw up recommendations 
for the provisions of a headquarters agreement defining 
the status of the Organization cind its rights and relation- 
ship with the host country; 

5. Draw up detailed plans for the day-to-day tech- 
nical and administrative operations of the Organization; 

6. Drav/ up for submission to the Conference the 
budget for the Organization's first financial period and a 
recommended scale of assessments in accordance witn iurticle 

of this Treaty; 

7. In conjunction with the United Nations, initi ts 
the preparation of a draft agreement which wold be in 
accordance with Article of this Treaty; 
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8. Make arrangements for the convening of the first 
Conference, to be held not later than six months from the 
date of instruments of ratificztion have been deposited by 
all the original Parties, 

E, 1, On the day after deposit of instruments of rati- 
fication of the Treaty by all the original Parties, or as 
soon thereafter as possible, the Preparatory Commission 
shall be enlarged, to consist of one representative from 
each of the original Parties to this Treaty and one repre- 
sentative from four otner States, chosen by agreement 
between the three original Parties from among those states 
which at that time have deposited instruments of ratifica- 
tion of the Treaty. 

2, The Preparatory Commission thus enlarged shall 
exorcise the powers conferred upon the Control Commission 
by the Treaty, in accordance with the procedures therein 
specified for the Control Commission, After the Prepara- 
tory Commission has been enleurged and pending the appoint- 
ment of the Administrator, the executive secretary of the 
Preparatory Commission shall exercise the powers conferred 
upon the Administrator by the Treaty, 

3, Pending the enlargement of the Preparatory Com- 
mission pursuant to paragraph (1) of this Section, the 
Prepcxratory Commission shall continue to exercise only 
those functions listed in Section D, of this Annex. 
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